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Let the circus begin! 


So it is to be June 11th! Speculations about 
the timing of the now four-yearly ritual 
charade of a general election have ended and 
the enactment of the charade itself has begun. 
Three political groups presenting themselves 
to the public as ‘alternatives’ gird their loins 
for the contest which, whatever its result, will 
end with the same forces still ensconced in 
power. 

Already the media commentators are at it, 
sizing up the competing parties and their 
chances, just as tipsters would size up the 
prospects for a coming horse race. Indeed the 
whole atmosphere of the event takes on the 
flavour of some sporting carnival. Up-to-date 
polularity ratings, produced almost by the 
hour, are analysed as if they were betting 
odds. It seems not to occur to the champions 
of the system that these rapidly changing 


indicators of the parties’ followings are | 


hardly a fine advertisement for the wisdom of 
‘the people’ that is supposed to underly the 
democratic concept, the percentage figures of 
support for each party altering so regularly as 
to show that many voters change their polit- 
ical allegiance no less frequently than a man 
changes his socks. 

Party finery is adopted for the event, as the 


privately published b 


advertised. 


require such alteration to be made. 
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ladies would adopt their their dresses and hats 
for the enclosure at Ascot — after a careful 
scrutiny of the latest fashion pages. Labour 
picks a red rose — we are told because it 
looked rather nice when used as a campaign 
signal by Mr. Mitterand in France, while the 
party’s signature tune — taken from the final 


movement of Brahms’ First Symphony, 


seems rather incongruous for people not 
normally in a hurry to identify with European 
culture. The Alliance have got a tune too, 


READY FOR THE BIG CARNIVAL 


ment of the multitude and intended to divert 
its mind from such sombre matters. Do not 
spoil the show by questioning the good faith 
of the peformers and promotors! Above all, 
do not be a killjoy and suggest that, whoever 
currently struts the stage, the same 


managment owns the theatre! Join in the fun, 
and see if you can pick the winner on the great 
day! 

The poor, deluded masses will of course 
trot off to the polls when that day comes 


Tory ministers greet announcement of the election from outside No. 10 
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Purcell’s Wedding March, no less. And the 
Tories have got a slogan — a new slogan of 
course — hatched no doubt in the inner 
sanctum of the offices of Saatchi & Saatchi. 

In addition, we are promised by Mrs. 
Thatcher that she will producing ‘‘exciting 
new policies.” Why ‘exciting’ and why 
‘new’? Is their purpose just to entertain? And 
if the policies are good, why were they not 
adopted before? But to ask that question is to 
betray a complete misunderstanding of the 
spirit of the occasion. This is not a serious 
affair, affecting the destiny of a great nation; 
this is just a big show, put on for the amuse- 


imagining that their votes will have a 
profound bearing on the course pursued by 
Britain in the next 4 or 5 years — some of 
them, that is. Many of the women will just 
vote for the best looking male candidate, and 
vice-versa. The usual lot will vote Labour 
“Бесаиве my Grandad did, my Dad did and I 
always will.’’ Not a small number will place 
their crosses, not beside the party that is best 
for the nation, but beside the one that is best 
for themselves — which promises to take a 
few pence off the income tax or put a few 
pence on their supplementary benefit. The 
contestants know this of course, and will be 
falling over each other to offer the electorate 
the usual bribes that are an institutionalised 
fine art of ‘democracy’. 

Of course the terms of the debate have been 


' fixed well in advance; the arguments will 


revolve around trivia and will studiously 
exclude any discussion of the numerous 
issues over which the parties are basically 
agreed — which of course are the main ones. 
There will be some dispute about immigration 
quotas but no-one will question the funda- 
mental wisdom of immigration itself. The 
parties will agree on the goodness of the 
multi-racial society, the Common Market, 
international free trade, deficit-financing, 
UNO, NATO, aid to the Third Werld and the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement, while they will be 
equally unanimous on the badness of White 
South Africa. Anyone who deviates from the 
established consensus on these matters will be 
a dangerous ‘extremist’. As for capital 
punishment, this will not be an issue in this 
election because a recent vote in parliament 
has consigned it to the graveyard of political 


‘dead ducks’ — the fact that about 80 per-cent 
of the electorate favour its return is of no 
account; our masters have decided to reject it, 
and that is that! 

As predictable as the themes that will 
dominate the election are the human types 
that personify the parties involved: all are 
mere variations of everything that is decadent 
in contemporary Britain. Tory candidates will 
be merchant bankers or stockbrokers — are 
there any who are anything else? They will all 
look as if they have just stepped out of the 
window of a Burton’s shop. Their faces will 
be smooth and their expressions smug. Their 
voices will be high-pitched and their 
arguments will show about as much indep- 
endent thought as those of the occupants of a 
ventriloquist’s knee. Labourites will largely 
be shaggy-bearded, gay, lesbian or black. 
They will speak in a variety of accents but an 
almost total uniformity of tone: it will be the 
tone that betrays the gargantuan inferiority 
complex. They will trot out phrases that they 
will claim as ‘radical’ but which are in fact 
about as ‘new’ as the first-ever printed copy 
of Das Kapital. | 

As for the ladies and gentlemen of the 
Alliance, it is our experience that — a few 
professional political con-men apart — they 
are mostly folk hopelessly out of their depth 
and incapable of being serious about 
anything. We saw them at Greenwich driving 
around in painted double-decker buses 
festooned with balloons. Mrs. Barnes, their 
successful candidate in that contest, was 
really quite a pleasant lady who found it 
excrutiatingly hard to put two sentences 
together with indicated a political thought. 
Liberal and SDP conferences look like 
assemblies of the bored, the nutty and the 
eccentric — housewives who have got fed up 
with their kitchens and butterfly-collectors 
looking for a public role. They have a vague 
idea that the other two parties have failed the 
nation but they have not the slightest clue as to 
how or why. They are persuaded that they 
carry in their handbags new prescriptions for 
the nation’s ills but in reality are merely 
hawking around the old prescriptions dressed 
up in new bottles. 

Such are the options open to the British 
people as they troop out later this month to 
choose which set of puppets they would 
prefer to see dancing on the public stage of 
Mini-Britain. It is a matter of Hobson’s 
choice, and the walk to the polling booth is a 
total waste of time except as a means of 
stretching the legs and exercising the dog. 
Perhaps indeed the latter member of the 
family, if he finds a suitable lamp-post, will 
make the gesture which best expresses what 
the candidates really deserve from their 
captive public. 


A glimpse at the can of worms 


If certain members of МІ5 did not plot to 
bring down the Wilson Government in the 
1970s, then they should have done. 

This is the gut reaction to the recent rumpus 
arising from the disclosures made in the book 


by former agent Peter Wright which the 
present Government went to great pains to 
stop. According to Wright, a ‘right-wing’ 
faction in the security service took it upon 
itself to exceed its constitutional prerogatives 
and actually interfere in the political process, 
using public money to finance a series of 
undercover operations intended so to 
discredit certain members of the government 
of the time, including Premier Wilson 
himself, as to make that government’s further 
tenure of office impossible. 

What is quite laughable is that our present 
Labour spokesmen in the House of 
Commons, in their efforts to make political 
capital out of the story, have even gone so far 
as to describe the alleged actions of the МІ5 
faction as ‘treason’. Treason to what? 
Presumably, the elected government. But 
what if there is clear evidence that that 
government itself is engaged in treasonable 
activities? Does it not become the duty of 
every patriotic citizen to oppose that 
goverment with all means at his disposal? 
MIS members have particular facilities at 
their disposal which give them a unique 
power to influence the course of politics. 
Undoubtedly, such a power is open to abuse, 
as all power is in whosever hands, but if some 
exceptional circumstance arises in which a 
public servant finds that his loyalty to his 
existing government comes into conflict with 
his loyalty to his nation, he is not only right 
but duty-bound to put the latter loyalty first. 
In the case of members of such an organis- 
ation as МІ5, this would simply mean that 
they should do as their consciences dictated, 
irrespective of whether this was in accordance 
with the rules or not. 

Very interestingly, Mrs. Thatcher has 
decided that there should not be an official 
public enquiry into the MIS affair. For this 
reason it is probable that we shall never know 
the full truth of what was going on in those 
days. What we do know, however, is that in 
1976 Premier Wilson suddenly and unacc- 
ountably resigned. He was by no means old or 
in any way in bad health. There had not been 
any preceding build-up of opposition to his 
premiership or party leadership within his 
party. The suspicion prevailed at the time, 
and has continued to prevail since, that this 
resignation was the result of the Prime 
Minister being confronted by evidence of 
some kind of misdeeds on his part which 
rendered his continuation in office out of the 
question. Why was this evidence not exposed 
publicly at the time by Wilson’s Tory 
opponents and why does Mrs. Thatcher prefer 
not to have an enquiry today? In his editorial 
in The Sunday Telegraph on May 3rd Peregrine 
Worsthorne raised the latter question, 
saying:- 

‘Ор to a point, this might suggest an establish- 

ment cover-up. But cover-ups can serve a useful 

purpose, if they help to prevent an unnecessary 
picking of scabs that protect wounds, the reinfect- 

ion of which could all too easily poison the body- 

politic.”’ 

There are two possible interpretations that 
one can put on these words: one is that such a 


WILSON 
Why did he suddenly 
resign in 1976? 


public enquiry, in addition to casting much 
dirt on Labour, would by no means leave the 
Tories free of dirt either; possibly the alleged 
МІ5 operations took place with the full agree- 
ment, and even complicity, of leading 
Conservative politicians; possibly the МІ5 
cell knew something of certain activities of 
some Tories which were no less prejudicial to 
national security and the national interest than 
those of their opponents. This would also 
explain the frantic effort made by the present 
Government to prevent the publication of the 
Wright book by means of a court action in 
Australia prosecuted at great expense but all 
to no avail. | 

The other interpretation is that such an 
enquiry would lead to a widespread asking of 
questions, not merely about the Labour 
Government of the time, but about the whole 
political system and process that made that 
government possible. If such a government 
was revealed, as alleged by certain МІ5 
officers, to be a willing agent of Soviet 
interests, too many people might make the 
uncomfortable deduction from this that, if a 
government of that kind could be democratic- 
ally elected by a populace obviously in total 
ignorance of its leanings and intentions, what 
other appalling consequences for the nation 
could stem from the workings of that same 
‘democracy’? What price indeed (һе whole 
system of ‘democracy’ itself? The same 
question could indeed be asked concerning 
the present plethora of far-left Labour 
municipal councils that preside over the 
fortunes of many of our leading cities. 

It is these circumstances that incline us to 
feel that Mr. Worsthorne’s allusion — albeit 
probably made merely as devil’s advocate — 
to an “‘‘establishment cover-up’’ is not so 
wide of the mark. From the whole body- 
politic of Britain, and not merely that part of it 
represented by Labour, there comes an 
overwhelming stink that assaults all healthy 
nostrils. It is a stink that Mrs. Thatcher, no 
less than her opponents on the Labour side of 
the House, would prefer to suppress. At the 
end of the day, these politicians are all 
members of the same club, and beneath the 
superficiality of their day-to-day arguments 
they all share the same basic values and are 
loyal to the same basic masters. Each of them 
is indeed essential to the other. What all of 
them fear far more than a loss of popularity 
for their own parties is a loss of respect for the 
overall political institutions of which they are 
mutually a part. And it is those institutions 
that have made possible treason on a vast 
scale and without remit since the end of 
World War II — with its main practitioners, 
instead of being hanged, loaded with honours 
and emoluments for which the nation has paid. 
the bill. | 
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WHO ARE THE HATERS? 


JOHN TYNDALL examines the mentality behind the race 


laws 


WE ARE SUPPOSED to live today in a 
world without hatred. That, at any rate, is 
the ideal to which our masters of ‘liberal’ 
opinion are resolved to direct our aspirat- 
ions, even if we are still a little way short of 
achieving this perfect existence. 

For my crime in transgressing against 
this rule, I was sentenced last year to a term of 
imprisonment of which I served 4 months in 
Wormwood Scrubs. What I actually did was 
publish literature that was deemed by a court 
to stir up ‘hatred’ against certain racial 
groups, namely coloured people, Asians and 
Jews. With — for the first time in a long while 
— abundant time on my hands, I might 
perhaps have been expected by those who 
sent me to that establishment to have spent 
part of the available hours examining my 
conscience on the matter of my misdemean- 
ours against the law. I did, but not with the 
results for which they probably hoped. 


WHAT IS ‘HATRED’? 


Meditation on the subject of ‘hatred’ is an 
interesting exercise, and I recommend it to 
others. A bit of self-analysis on this question 
can be good for the understanding, not only of 
one’s own attitudes, but of attitudes gener- 
ally. ““Неге I am being locked up for spread- 
ing ‘hate’,’’ I might have mused to myself. 
“Боев this mean that I am an especially 
‘hateful’ person? What actually is ‘hatred’? Is 
it a dark and evil impulse within us that we 
must contrive to suppress? And is failure to do 
this a sign of some personality disorder? Are 
societies and civilisations to be graded in 
maturity in accordance with their success in 
banishing ‘hatred’ from their thinking? Last 
but not least, should we regard the introduct- 
ion of laws to forbid the spread of ‘hatred’ as а 
sign of enlightenment in a society or an 
admission of defeat?’’ 

First, a definition of ‘hatred’ itself. I would 
suggest that this comes in two categories, 
differentiating from one another according to 
whether hatred is the primary emotion or the 
secondary one. Speaking for myself, I would 
venture the opinion that he who is incapable 
of hating anything is equally incapable of 
loving anything. Hatred has to be the opposite 
side of the coinage of love, otherwise the 
latter must be either shallow or assumed 
rather than real. If we truly love something or 
someone, whether they be country, race, 
husband or wife, son or daughter, father or 
mother, we must have within us the power of 
hatred for that that menaces what we love. It 
is the same with our values and our ideals: if 
we love health, we have to hate disease; if we 
love beauty, we must hate ugliness; if we love 
truth, it is our command to hate falsehood. 
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THE AUTHOR AND JOHN MORSE LEAVE PRISON 
Was their crime that of ‘hating’ other races or merely defending their own? 


Any lesser emotion towards the latter things 
shows that we are half-hearted in our embrace 
of the former. 


NOT TRULY HUMAN 


As I pen these words, I am reminded of a 


: vicar who personally witnessed the rape of his 


daughter in a case which attained media head- 
lines last year and who announced after the 
event that he had “по һаітей”” for the creature 
responsible. To my mind, if that vicar was 
speaking the truth he is not fit to be considered 
a normal human being, and if his religious 
faith requires him to suppress a feeling of 
hatred towards the rapist in question and a 
wish to kill him bridled only by the restraints 
of law and punishment, that religious faith — 
or at least his conception of it — must be 
called seriously into question. 

By pure chance, I found myself in close 
proximity in prison to the man who led the 
gang which carried out the raid on the vicar’s 
home which led to this rape, though he 
himself was absolved from complicity in the 
latter crime. More to the point, I was also 
within touching distance every day on the 
exercise yard of men some of whom had 
committed the most unspeakable crimes 
against little children, and I had to hand out 
my bowl at mealtimes to one individual, 
serving on the hotplate, who had sexually 
assaulted a small girl of 8 or 9 years old before 
cutting her up into pieces. So you see, I was 
not lacking in stimuli during those months for 
reflections on the subject of hatred. Just what 


were the father and mother of that child 
supposed to feel for this specimen but pure, 
unadulterated, red-blooded hatred? And what 
preferable fate could there be for the likes of 
him than total extermination from the face of 
this earth? Looking into the eyes of sub- 
humans like this every day for several 
months, I was uniquely placed to develop 
such thoughts. But of course the vicar would 
disagree with me! 

Nevertheless, any such hatred would be a 
secondary emotion. Preceding it would be the 
thought of the innocent and perhaps beautiful 
child that had been the victim of the crime. 
Had the criminal in question killed some 
loathsome and dangerous reptile, we would 
not feel towards him what we do as a conse- 
quence of his murder of the poor infant. 


THE MIND OF THE ‘LIBERAL’ 


In case the reader should at this point ask 
what this has to do with ‘race hatred’, we 
should remind ourselves that it is precisely the 
sort of people who wish to impose laws 
forbidding the latter that like to place them- 
selves on a pedestal of being above the 
sentiment of hatred towards even the vilest 
criminal scum of mankind of which I have 
just spoken. It is the ‘no-hate’ syndrome at 
work, and at the heart of it all is that cancer of 
the mind and soul called ‘liberalism’ — 
presented to all as a state of higher social and 
moral consciousness that is superior to feel- 
ings of hate but which in fact harbours under 


Contd. on next page 


the surface its own particularly virulent and 
vicious hate complex, as I shall later explain. 

Before coming to this, however, I should 
like to deal with the question of whether our 
outlook is in fact one of ‘race hatred’, as our 
Opponents would claim. In this I cannot 
presume to speak for others but can only 
speak for myself. 

Personally, I cannot recall ever having 
harboured feelings of hatred for any particular 
race — as а race. І have had contact with 
Blacks, Indians, Chinese, Jews, Arabs, 
Latins and others and have always taken them 
as I have found them as individuals — liking 
some, disliking others and to a great many 
feeling totally indifferent. In jail near my 
partner and me in “Тһе Scrubs’ was a West 
Indian. As far as we knew, he was not a child- 
molester or anything like that but was in there 
for some quite conventional offence. He was 
not disagreeable towards us and so we were 
always civil towards him; the fact that we 
believed his proper home to be in the 
Caribbean and not in this country did not 
generate any feelings of hostility on our part 
towards him — indeed our attitude to him 
compared with what we felt about some of our 
white fellow inmates, whose history I have 
related earlier, was one of positive benevol- 
ence. I could think of numerous non-whites I 
have encountered in my lifetime, including 
some I played cricket with and against when I 
was a devotee of that game, of whom I would 
say just the same. 


RECOGNISING DIFFERENCES 


But this does not prevent me recognising in 
such people vastly different human character- 
istics and capabilities which will forever 
prevent them being assimilable within our 
Own nation and contributing to the mainten- 
ance of our own society, culture and way of 
life. Hatred does not come into it for a 
moment; it is simply a question of recognition 
of difference. 

What I certainly do regard with absolute 
aversion — amounting indeed to hatred — is 
the attitude of mind of those people who do 
not wish to acknowledge this difference but 
seek to eliminate it by means of racial integ- 
ration which would, taken to its logical 
conclusion, result in the destruction of our 
own and every other distinct race on this 
planet. To me, those who dedicate them- 
selves to this purpose constitute the lowest 
form of life, and if there were a law against 
hating them I would most certainly be guilty 
of breaking it every day and every minute! 

These ‘liberals’ would have us believe, as 
one of their fallacies, that ‘hatred’ is an evil, 
quite irrespective of the circumstances giving 
rise to that hatred. I would repudiate this 
utterly and say that the circumstances are of 
crucial importance. Hatred can be justified or 
not justified in different situations, and in 
those situations where it is not justified there 
is a natural defence mechanism against it that 
is built into the average human mind, with its 
faculties for fairness and common sense. 

Just supposing that I were get up in a public 


place somewhere in this country and proclaim 
to a crowd there that all Manxmen, say, were 
psychopathic killers or that all Scots were 
stupid. The manifest absurdity of such state- 
ments would provide all the protection 
needed to Manxmen or Scots from any public 
opprobrium or contempt that might be 
thought to arise from my utterances. I would 
in fact be dismissed by such a crowd as an 
obvious nutter not worth listening to, so that 
any laws to defend those groups against the 
likes of me would be quite superfluous. 

So it has always been throughout the long 
history of movements of populations. Where 
partcular ethnic groups have arrived in a 
country where conditions existed for their 
peaceful and natural assimilation, this is 
precisely what has happened — they have 
been peacefully and naturally assimilated, 
and without any laws having to be enforced to 
get people to accept them. There has perhaps 
been a little initial hostility and suspicion, but 


this has been overcome by the members of the 


newly arrived groups by the example of their 
good behaviour and value to the community. 
After a generation or two, all that remains to 
distinguish the member of such a group from 
the original populace is his family surname; in 
every other respect he is totally integrated. 
This is what occurs when the populations 
concerned are sufficiently closely akin and 
similar in their habits and attributes to make 
integration natural and desirable. 

If ever an ethnic group in modern times 
might have claimed to be disadvantaged by 
an atmosphere of hatred against it and 
demanded laws to protect it from that hatred, 
it has been those German communities that 
have settled in Britain, the United States and 
elsewhere, plagued as they were all along the 
line by the impact of war propaganda on the 
host populations. 

Yet everywhere where these Germans have 
tried to settle they have done so successfully, 
getting themselves accepted by the manner of 
their conduct and the usefulness of their 
works. 

Where, on the other hand, it is felt that all 
manner of artificial devices are needed to 
promote integration of one group within 
another, such as propaganda on a massive 
scale slanted to depict the newcomers as 
angels and laws to forbid the dissemination of 
spoken or written views which portray them 
in any other light, that amounts in my book to 
a clear demonstration that their integration is 
neither natural nor desirable and, moreover, 
that those in control of affairs are quite aware 
of that fact but аге nevertheless hell-bent on 
promoting it for their own perverse reasons. 


WHAT HAS TURNED 
TOLERANCE INTO HATE 


I have stated earlier that I have not found 
reason to nurture hatred of racial aliens as 
individuals. This, I would suspect, is the 
attitude that most Britons felt towards 
Negroes, Asians and others in those days 
when all but a tiny few of them lived in their 
own parts of the world and those few who 


were amongst us were only temporary resid- 
ents and therefore guests. This was how I saw 
the situation — indeed I never imagined it 
otherwise — when I encountered represent- 
atives of these races on the cricket field back 
in the early 1950s. When, however, the host 
population of a country becomes aware that 
strangers — strangers, that is, of an entirely 
different race and not just of another sub- 
group within the same race — are settled in a 
way and in such numbers that indicate the 
intention that their presence will be perman- 
ent, and when furthermore it becomes clear 
that this presence is wreaking a drastic change 
in the whole appearance, customs and ethos 
of the country, that attitude of hospitality and 
courtesy towards the stranger will undergo an 
inevitable alteration and develop into a deep 
and widespread resentment. The resentment 
is, in my submission, not against the strangers 
as: people but against the fact and circum- 


‘stances of their presence in the host country. 


It would quickly evaporate if the positions 
were reversed and we were in their country 
with them as the hosts and ourselves as the 
guests. We would not then feel under threat 
that our society and way of life were being 
changed to suit them. | 


HAS HATRED A REASON? 


I have said earlier that built into the human 
mind there is a natural defence mechanism 
against the tendency to ‘hate’ people and that 
this mechanism consists of people’s faculties 
for fairness and common sense. This is most 
certainly the case with European peoples, 
who on the whole are inclined to be less 
‘racist’ (in the negative sense) than many 
others. Therefore, when certain groups have 
settled among European peoples and ѕибѕе- 
quently become the object of widespread 
hatred, might we not suggest that this has not 
happened without some reason, and that in 


_ fact such groups may well have acted in such 


a way as to invite hatred upon themselves — 
or at least demonstrate themselves to be 
utterly unassimilable within the host 
community? Why should it always be that 
when immigrant groups come to be hated by 
many of their hosts we must make the 
assumption that it is the hosts, and not the 
immigrants, who are at fault? 

What we have today is the curious paradox 
that those who proclaim themselves to be the 
great crusaders against ‘racial hatred’ are in 
fact the very ones who have done the most to 
promote such hatred where it did not prev- 
iously exist. Had they left things to nature in 
its infinite wisdom, and allowed populations 
to integrate or not integrate according to their 
natural wish, with no special organisation or 
pressures to move one racial group into the 
home territory of another, incompatible, 
racial group — had they, in effect, left the 
world as it was, with each race in its tradit- 
ional habitat and the natural boundaries 
between the races maintained by common 
consent of'all — we would have nothing in the 
world today remotely comparable to the racial 


Contd. overleaf 


Page five 


WHO ARE THE HATERS? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


conflict that does actually exist. Thé Totten- 
hams and the Handsworths are the creation, 
not of ‘racists’, but of ‘anti-racists’ and 
meddlers in mankind’s natural pattern. 


DEFENCE AGAINST THREAT 


The massive current of hostility that is now 
held towards the presence of a coloured 
population in this country is essentially a 
secondary emotion, precisely the secondary 
emotion that I mentioned in an earlier part of 
this article. It is the reaction against some- 
thing that is deemed as a threat. The primary 
emotion is one of love and concern for the 
thing, or things, that are threatened, 
combined with a wish to defend them. Most 
British people want to preserve Britain as a 
country — to improve it maybe, for it 
certainly cries out for improvement at the 
present time — but to find the source of that 
improvement from within, to draw upon the 
reservoir of our best native qualities and 
traditions in the overcoming of our national 
weaknesses. 

This majority does not wish our country to 
become another country. It does not wish the 
British to become another race. While we 
may curse many modern phenomena and 
attitudes that prevail in our nation’s life, most 
of us are proud of its past and want to see the 
present and future a continuation of all that is 
best in the past. The British did not succeed in 
making the enormous imprint they have on 
this globe by being a second-rate people. 
Enough of us believe that those national 
qualities exhibited in the great periods of our 
history still reside within our race and wait to 
be brought out again by the right leadership. 
For this reason we want the race to be 
preserved. This is in no way an attitude of 
hatred of other-races, who are welcome to 
want to preserve themselves as we want to 
preserve ourselves. 

It is one of the deepest biological instincts 
of a father and mother to want their offspring 
to look like and be like them. This does not 
imply hostility to anyone else’s offspring, 
only love for their own as part of the contin- 
uity of the family. So also does that instinct 
exist within any healthy race. As a race, we 
want succeeding generations to look like and 
be like our generation, as we look like and are 
like past generations. · 

When hatred is engendered, it is engen- 
dered only towards that which threatens this 
continuity. Even here it is a hatred, not 
towards the alien per se, but only towards the 
threat contained in his presence. Most of us 
when dealing with the alien in our midst as an 
individual, as we often have to do in our daily 
lives, are able to separate entirely the hostility 
we have to his collective presence in our 
country from any feelings we may have 
towards him as a person, and to form the latter 
purely on a person-to-person reaction. 
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I have encountered perfectly pleasant and 
polite West Indian bus conductors and Asian 
shopkeepers, and when this has happened 
have behaved towards them as they have 
towards me. It has not changed one jot my 
attitude concerning their presence in Britain, 
but I have seen no reason to manifest that 
attitude in my demeanour towards them as 
individuals; I think what I wou!d do were I in 
their place and presented, as they have been, 
with an opportunity given me by a rather soft- 
minded nation to enjoy its hospitality and the 
benefits of its vastly higher living standards. 
Would I have reacted any differently from the 
way they have reacted? Quite possibly not! I 
think this is the attitude of most people who 
feel as I do about coloured immigration and 
multi-racialism. We love what is ours and we 
hate what threatens it, but we do not assume 
that every black and brown person we meet is 
consciously and deliberately part of that 
threat; most probably, he is just the innocent 
tool of forces he does not understand. 

It is of course different if we witness an 
Asian or West Indian attempting to seduce 
one of our own womenfolk. Then he 
becomes, not merely a tool of impersonal 
forces threatening what we hold dear, but 
himself an actual willing and conscious agent 
of that threat. The primary emotion that is 
within us is that of protectiveness towards one 
of our own race. From this comes the second- 
ary emotion of hostility to one who would, by 
his own deliberate choice, effectively destroy 
her as one of our race. We react towards him 
in this case with full-blooded hostility. We 
would expect any healthy Asian or West 
Indian to react the same way to a White if the 
situation were reversed. 


PRIMARY HATRED 


In all that has been written so far, I have 
attempted to explain that ‘hate’ in the make- 
up of the racially-conscious person is no more 
than a secondary emotion stemming from the 
primary emotion of love, and is conditional 
entirely upon the existence of something we 
deem as a threat to that which we love. 
Without the feeling of threat, there would be 


no feeling of hatred. I would maintain that 


those who are incapable of hatred in these 
circumstances must be incapable of the true 
love that precedes it and conditions it. They 
are, in effect, neutered people. 

Hatred only becomes an evil and repulsive 
emotion when it is a primary one, not engen- 
dered by a feeling of threat to something one 
loves but entirely independent and self-nurt- 
ured. Rather than the first emotion being one 
of love and the second one of hate towards 
something that threatens it, it is hate itself that 
comes first: hate against something for no 
reason inherent in its existence as a threat, 
hate just for its own sake. Such a sentiment 
certainly is strong in the world of today but it 
is one which, I would counsel, should have no 
place whatever in our outlook. 

By contrast, the sentiment is natural to 
liberals, leftists and certain elements among 
our racial enemies. And from what does it 


‘stem?’ It stems simply from ап in-built 


aversion to that which is superior. 

The woman of true beauty will know of 
what I speak, because in her experience for 
every adoring admirer there will be one who 
detests her for no reason other than her 
favourable attributes — even though she may 
be in no kind of competition with that person 
for the same man. I have seen precisely the 
Same sentiment at work in politics: the 
unremitting hatred of some men for others 
who happen to be more gifted and of superior 
character then they. It matters not that the 
superior ones have done no harm to the 
inferior, even that they have tried to befriend 
and help them; the mere existence of their 
superiority is an affront, and something to be 
fought against in a destructive frenzy that 
knows no bounds. 

I have not the slightest doubt that the same 
kind of hatred of the inferior towards the 
Superior is manifest in the politics of the 
established parties — tempered only today by 
the shortage of those who might qualify to be 
put in the latter category! Indeed this hatred 
should be no cause for surprise, for the ideo- 
logical outlook of the parties of the establish- 
ment is fundamentally built upon it. We 
should expect such parties to attract like a 
magnet the malevolent dwarfs whose abiding 
obsession is to pull down everything grand, 
everything noble, everything truly aristo- 
cratic, everything that ‘walks tall’. 


LIBERAL HATE COMPLEX 


The leftist and the ‘liberal’ (two of a 
common genre) swan it on the public stage. 
oozing ‘love’ for everybody and everything 
— always providing it is lowly, wretched and 
inferior and hence in a position in which they 
may patronise it. As part of this act, they are 
pleased to label us as the ‘hatemongers’. 

But confront them just for one moment 
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THE REAL FACE OF HATE 
Left-wing demonstrator at nationalist 
march 


with the force of superior intellect and 
argument and the mask of ‘love’ drops, the 
eyes become ablaze with malignant fury and 
the words spew forth in a torrent of violent 
abuse which, nedless to say, avoids any 
attempt to deal with the issue being discussed. 

The very determination of leftists and 
‘liberals’ to exclude our side from any 
platform of public debate is a proof that they 
feel themselves fundamentally inferior to us, 
for if it were otherwise they would welcome 
that debate as an opportunity to show to 
everyone that they are right and we wrong, 
that they are clever and we stupid, that they 
are the good guys and we the bad guys. 


THE ‘VILLAINS’ OF HISTORY 


But this is of course consistent with the 
whole weltanschauung of liberals and the left. 
Who are the ‘villains’ of history? Why, 
naturally the ‘success’ men, the men who 
have been strong and powerful and have 
conquered, who have built great states and 
empires, who have ruled effectively and left 
behind them great works! And who are the 
heroes? No prizes for guessing that they are 
the people who have combined against these 
men, broken up their empires and pulled 


down their great monuments of achievement! . 


Just one example of this mentality is the 
‘liberal’ attitude to such a man as Bismarck. 
The Iron Chancellor of Germany was never 
accused, even by the liberal lie factory, of any 
‘atrocity’. Not only did he unify the splintered 
states and tribes of his nation, not only did he 
bestow on the defeated French, in the after- 
math of the Franco-German War of 1871, 
peace terms of great moderation and gener- 
osity, but he introduced social legislation that 
was the most advanced in the world in its time 
and bestowed enormous benefits on the 
humbler classes of the German people. But 
none of this saves Bismarck from the eternal 
hatred of leftists and ‘liberals’ everywhere. 
His crime simply was that he was a great man, 
a colossus who made his country mighty and 
powerful and respected as it never before had 
been among the nations; in a nutshell, he was 
a superior human being. And that is unfor- 
givable! | 

Napoleon was another superior human 
being regarded generally in disfavour by 
liberals. He was of course brought to the fore 
by forces fully in liberal favour, that is to say 
the levelling forces of the French Revolution, 
but the scale of his achievement as military 
conquerer and empire-builder ensured that he 
would go down in liberal eyes as an ‘ogre’. 
The latter epitaph could of course have some- 
thing to do with his action in convening a 
meeting of the Sanhedrin in Paris in 1807 and 
putting to the Jews present a series of search- 
ing questions concerning their loyalty to 
France! This, however, would be a digression 
from our theme. | 

Liberals will of course protest that what 
makes otherwise good men bad men is their 
resort to armed force and/or their adoption of 
absolutism, two practices with which 


THE HATE 
FACTOR IN ART 
‘Down wth beauty! 

shouts this 
sculpture by 
Henry Moore 


Napoleon’s name is associated. But this is 
just shallow nonsense. These same liberals 
and people of the left will gladly condone the 


use of armed force when it is in pursuit of 


objectives which they favour. 

As for absolutism, there is no more obnox- 
ious form of this than the absolutism of a 
committee of leftists and ‘liberals’ seeking to 
impose their values and their standards on 
the whole of society and to tyrannise anyone 
who dares to get in their way in this 
endeavour. The petty totalitarianism of 
certain city and borough councils іп 
contemporary Britain is a typical example of 
this. 

It all boils down in the end to a simple 
question of hatred. Absolutism, or the use of 
military power, are only bad when they are 
directed to the promotion of that which is 
superior. If a particular nation-state should 
have the good fortune to find a leader of 
exceptional calibre, and then under the 
guidance and inspiration of that leader 
perform mighty feats of national construction 
and the attainment of a superior quality of life 
for all — so much so that that nation-state 


comes to eclipse all others in the splendour of 


its achievement, such a state will become, 
inevitably, the object of concentrated hatred 
— quite irrespective of whether it threatens 
the security and safety of other states, indeed 
even if its should enhance the security and 
safety of most of those states. It will be hated 
because it towers above the others and 
emphasises their mediocrity, not to say their 
failure. So it is also with outstanding individ- 
uals. Nietzsche described this sentiment as 
“ი rebellion of all that crawls along the 
ground against that which has height.’’ 
Hatred is the leitmotif of every literary and 
art form favoured today by liberals and the 
left. Today’s ‘music’ is inspired by a hate of 
melody, harmony and every grand and lofty 
sentiment which moved the great European 
masters of the classical and romantic musical 
schools. Today’s ‘architecture’ says ‘‘Down 
with the splendid columns, spires, domes and 
arches! Down with the terraces and crescents 
of a Nash or the boulevards of a Hausmann! 
Down with genius! Up with mediocrity! Up 
with ‘utility’! Up with creations of concrete 
which make every building, every street, 
every city and every country the same!’ 
Today’s novel sneers at the soldier-hero, the 
patriot, the pioneer and leader, the creator, 
the ‘winner’ in all things, and seeks usually to 
unravel in the closet of such a person’s life 


some ‘perversion’, some ‘vice’, some ‘skel- 
eton’ of past misdeeds that drags the supposed 
giant down to the level of the common rabble. 
And what is the driving impulse? Hatred, 
hatred and again hatred. This is the ‘culture’ 
in which the liberal feels ever at home. 


WHAT WE STRIVE FOR 


Our creed, as I understand it, is centred on 
a respect for the superior and a striving to 
attain superiority. It does not mean that we 
necesarily regard ourselves personally as 
superior, only that the quest for the superior, 
and the salute of it where it appears, is what 
forms the purpose of our work and our ideals. 
We want to make our people superior to what 
they are. We want our race to produce a 
greater number of superior men (and women) 
and for those men and women, when they 
appear, to be given the station in life that 
befits their superiority. We want to make our 
nation a superior nation, not for the purpose 
of harming other ‘nations but only for the 
purpose of excelling itself. We are driven on 


, to achieve this by the same impulse as that 


which drives man on to climb to mountain- 
tops and to reach for the planets and the stars. 

There is no room or time in such a quest for 
empty and destructive ‘hate’; what our 
enemies call ‘hate’ on our part is no more than 
a weapon of moral self-defence against those 
forces that would do us harm. It is subordinate 
and by far secondary to the sentiment of love 
— love for our own nation and people, not 
perhaps for what they are today, but for what 
we want them to be, love indeed for every- 
thing in nature that is fine, beautiful, 
healthy, noble and in all ways the best. 

It is ош opponents who in reality are the 
merchants of hatred — for in them that hatred 
is real and precedes everything: it is a hatred 
of the best that is as strong and passionate as 
our love of the best. Instead of being defens- 
ive, it is essentially offensive and destruct- 
ive. Its great urge is to pull down, while our 
great urge is to build up. 

But, typically for them, these opponents of 
ours stand truth on its head and attribute to us 
the very vices of which they are the most 
guilty themselves. The worst enemies of the 
free spirit, they accuse us of threatening 
‘freedom’. The champions of the brutal and 
the barbarous, they attach to us the label of 
‘brutal’ and ‘barbaric’. The philosophers of 
sheer destructive violence, they contrive to 
associate our name with the practice of the 
violent. 

And as high priests of a political philos- 
ophy based on hatred, they revel in describing 
us as the harbingers of ‘hate’. 

In fact when they look at us through the 
eyes of their repulsively envious creed and 
value-system all that they can see is thems- 
selves reflected in the mirror! 

As for the laws which they claim are there 
to protect other races from our ‘hatred’, the 
reality is that those laws arise from their 
hatred of our race, and are devised to remove 
that race’s natural defences as they attack it 
and will its destruction. 
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SCUPPERING UNCLE SAM 


RONALD RICKCORD examines the curious American- 


Israeli relationship 


HISTORY has provided numerous exam- 
ples that clearly demonstrate the contemp- 
tuous attitude with which Israel regards its 
principal benefactor, the United States. 
These occur with such regularity, and with 
so little evidence of any kind of retaliatory 
action being taken by the United States, 
that it must be considered most unlikely 
that the recent exposure of an Israeli spy- 
ring operating in Washington will perm- 
anently damage the strange relationship 
that exists between the two countries. 
Already, the embroiled and discredited 
Reagan administration in playing down 
‘the affair. | | 

The American people, most of whom аге 
totally unaware of the disastrous influence 
that the Jewish lobby has on American 
politics, must be utterly baffled by this 
official toleration of back-stabbing by a 
foreign state — a state which indeed would 
never have come into existence, let alone 
have survived for so long as it has, without 
massive doses of US aid. And yet, despite 
America’s frequent humiliation by Israel, it is 
clear that no US administration has either the 
will or the guts to put Israel in its place once 
and for all. 

Scuppering Uncle Sam is apparently 
regarded as a full-time occupation by many 
Israeli politicians, and one which they can 
seemingly engage in with impunity. 
Whatever crime Israel commits against the 
United States, or indeed against any other 
country, the US Government will turn a blind 
eye or, at most, apply the mildest of repri- 
mands. 


ATTACK ON THE ‘LIBERTY’ 


A typical example of this was the out- 
rageous and treacherous Israeli attack on the 
American naval vessel USS Liberty, which 
resulted in the wholesale slaughter of 
_ American sailors during the Six-Day War 
between Israel and the Arabs in 1967. 

The USS Liberty was a converted Second 
World War freighter assigned to the US Navy 
- for communications and intelligence-gather- 
ing duties. On 2nd June 1967, when it became 
apparent that war between Israel and the 
Arabs was imminent, the Liberty was ordered 
to sail with all speed to a point in the Medit- 
erranean just north of the Gaza Strip. She 
arrived there just after midnight on the 8th 
June. The following afternoon, the ship was 
subjected to a sudden and unprovoked attack 
by Israeli forces. From the ferocity of the 
attack it was quite obvious that the Israelis 
‘intended to sink her. 

The motive for the attack is not clear, but it 
seems likely that the Israeli Government 
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feared that the Liberty had obtained concius- 
ive evidence, or was capable of obtaining 
such evidence, that it was the Israelis who had 
Started the war, and not the Arabs — as the 
Israelis wanted the world to believe. The 
Israelis therefore considered it imperative to 
sink the Liberty without trace. 

Fortunately, this callous plan was foiled 
because the little ship proved that it was not 
quite so sinkable as the Israelis had imagined. 
Despite having been subjected to an air and 
sea bombardment by Mirage fighter jets and 
motor torpedo boats, the Liberty managed to 
remain afloat and escape her assailants. 
During the attack 34 American sailors were 
killed and another 171 were injured; but the 
ship survived, and by doing so was able to 
testify to the Israelis’ treachery. 


DILEMMA 


The escape of the Liberty placed the 
Israelis in an awkward dilemma because 


- without American support Israel would 


never, as I have said, have come into exist- 
ence, let alone have managed to survive for so 
long in the face of Arab opposition. With this 
in mind, the Israelis concocted various stories 
to explain away the attack. First, they claimed 
that it had been launched by Egyptian forces. 
Then, when it became clear to them that that 
story did not convince the Pentagon, they 
suggested that the attacking aircraft and 
MTBs were Egyptian but had been disguised 
to give the impression that they belonged to 
Israel. Finally, when that story too had worn a 
little thin, they admitted that they had indeed 
launched the attack, but claimed that it was a 
case of ‘mistaken identity’. 


However, unbeknown to the Israeli 


__ 


defence chiefs, the Liberty’s task was to 
provide communication facilities and intell- 
igence information for the USS Andrew 
Jackson, a nuclear-armed submarine that was 
Sailing alongside her, though submerged. 
Although the submarine had strict instruct- 
ions to remain submerged and not to break 
radio silence without specific orders from the 
Pentagon, her captain witnessed, and indeed 
filmed, the attack on the Liberty through his 
periscope. Thus the Americans acquired 
conclusive proof that the Israelis were 
responsible for the attack. 


DISTRUST 


Like the recent discovery of the Israeli spy 
network operating in the United States, the 
presence of the Andrew Jackson at the attack 
on the Liberty sheds an interesting sidelight 
on the uneasy relationship and mutual distrust 
that exists between the United States and its 
protege, Israel. Тһе submarine was 
apparently assigned to the Mediterranean as a 
precautionary measure because the White 
House, knowing that the Israelis possessed a 
nuclear-strike capability, were fearful that the 
Israeli Government would not hesitate to 
make use of that capability if things went 
badly for them. As this would undoubtedly 
have provoked the Soviet Union, possibly to 
the point of precipitating World War III, the 
White House reasoned that a strategically 
positioned nuclear-armed submarine could, 
in such an eventuality, be used to deter the 
Israelis from initiating a nuclear holocaust; 
or, aS a last resort, be used to knock out the 
Israeli nuclear bases, thus preventing these 
being used to unleash Armageddon on the 
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world. 

Although the proof of Israeli treachery 
· supplied by the Andrew Jackson and the 
survivors of the Liberty greatly embarrassed 
the Israeli Government, it caused equal, if not 
greater, consternation to President Johnson 
and his aides. They feared that the affair 
might eventually draw attention to the activ- 
ities of the Central Intelligence Agency, 
which, working in secret collaboration with 
the Israeli secret intelligence service Mossad, 
had played a large part in fomenting the 
outbreak of war between the Israelis and 
Arabs. 


PUNITIVE ACTION FORBIDDEN 


Understandably, the wanton slaughter of 
so many American servicemen outraged the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff (JCS) at the Pentagon. 
They promptly ordered an air strike on the 
Israeli naval base at Haifa, but the order was 
immediately countermanded by President 
Johnson as soon as he learned that it was to 
take place. When the JCS enquired what 
punitive action would be taken against the 
Israelis, they bluntly told “Мопе” by the 
White House. A statement was then issued to 
the press informing the American public that 
the Israelis had attacked the Liberty in error, 
that they had apologised to the US Govern- 
ment, and that the explanation and apology 
had been accepted. 

All that the White House was prepared to 
do to soothe the enraged JCS and to neutralise 
outspoken expressions of public disquiet was 
to convene a Naval Court of Enquiry to 
investigate the incident. This enquiry was 
chaired by Admiral Isaac Kidd, an American- 
Jew, whose appointment did little to allay the 
anger of the JCS or the American public! 
From that day to the present time there has 
been a deliberate effort by successive US 
administrations to cover up the Liberty 
incident, even going to the extent of depriving 
the survivors and the dependants of the 
victims of the compensation to which they are 
entitled under American regulations. 


THINGS HAVE NOT CHANGED 


Twenty years on, as the Pollard case has 
amply shown, the Israelis continue to treat 
their American benefactors with the same 
callousness and contempt as they did in 1967. 
This case typifies the ‘dual loyalties’ which so 
many Zionists display towards the host 
countries in which they reside. 

Jonathan Jay Pollard is a 32-year-old 
American Jew who, until his arrest, was 
employed as an intelligence analyst at the US 
Navy’s Alert Centre in Washington. In this 
post he had access to highly sensitive inform- 
ation and he used his position to supply Israel 
with hundreds of classified documents which, 
according to the prosecution at his trial, have 
seriously jeopardised the positions, and even 
lives, of dozens of American agents through- 
out the world. In addition to providing his 
Israeli controllers with the names and code- 


names of these agents, he also supplied them- 


with the signal codes and communication 


| POLLARD 
Claimed he did not do it for the money but 
was receiving big payments 


methods used by the American intelligence 
services. | 

Predictably, the Israeli Government denied 
that it was responsible for Pollard’s spying 
activities or knew anything about them; but 
these denials were soon disproved by 
Pollard’s detailed confession. Besides 
incriminating his Israeli paymasters, Pollard 
sought to win sympathy for himself and his 
wife, Anne, who collaborated with him, by 
claiming that they both were motivated by 
purely altruistic and ideological consider- 
ations. They strenuously denied that they had 
been induced by any prospect of financial 
reward — despite the fact that the Israelis had 
already paid Pollard $30,000 and bought his 
wife an expensive diamond ring for the 
information he had.supplied, and were also 
making arrangements to deposit a further 
$300,000 for him in a Swiss bank. In his 
endeavours to gain sympathy, Pollard even 
bought Auschwitz into his defence, without 
actually claiming to be a ‘survivor’:- 

“Аппе and I feel as if we’re aboard one of those 

cattle cars pulling up at the separation platform at 

Auschwitz, while all about us the Jewish 

community just sits like mute spectators awaiting . 

the fall of an axe.”’ 


CHANGE OF STORY 


Following this rather melodramatic con- 
fession, the Israelis changed their story and 
suggested that Pollard had been spying on 
behalf of a ‘rogue operation’ that came under 
the aegis of an obscure organisation called 
Lekem. This shady outfit is headed by the 
notorious Rafael Eitan, Mossad’s former 
chief of operations, who is already unpopular 
in America for having masterminded the theft 
of large quantities of weapon-grade uranium 
from a Pensylvanian nuclear plant in 1968. It 
is widely believed that the uranium was sent 
to Israel where it was used to construct 
nuclear bombs. | 

The overwhelming and incontrovertible 
evidence supplied by Pollard, апа 


simultaneous disclosures that an Israeli spy 


ring had been operating in the United States 
for many years, finally forced the Israeli 
Government to admit that a ‘regretful 
mistake’ had been made. The manner in 
which the apology was made bore striking 
similarity to that made to the United States 
following the Liberty incident previously 
mentioned. Even the Israeli President, Chaim . 
Herzog, felt obliged to express the hope that 
the Israeli Government ‘‘would learn its 
lesson from the affair.’’ Undoubtedly it has: it 
will make doubly sure that in its future 
clandestine activities it will not get caught so 
easily! But Israel’s admission of guilt has 
done little to satisfy the more percipient 
Americans, many of whom realise that the 
Pollard affair has revealed merely the tip of a 
very large iceberg and аге seriously 
concerned about other criminal activities of 
Zionists in the United States. 


THE JEWISH LOBBY 


As a result of the revelations made during 
Pollard’s trial, it is apparent that many 
Americans are becoming increasingly aware 
of the activities of the Jewish Lobby in 
Washington, and are fearful that American 
support for Israeli territorial aggrandisement 
at the expense of the Palestinians could lead to 
the United States becoming involved in a 
Middle Eastern conflict of Vietnam propor- 
tions. This growing public awareness has 
even prompted the Reagan administration to 
endeavour to play down its support for the 
Zionists — at least publicly. 

Shortly after Pollard was sentenced, US 
Defence Secretary Caspar Weinberger felt 
compelled to state that “а strong Israel could 
be counter-productive to America’s Middle 
East peace strategy’ — a remark which 
raised howls of anger from Zionists around 
the world, and even provoked the normally 
urbane Shimon Peres, Israel’s Foreign 
Minister, to respond that ““УУе feel very 
strongly that a strong Israel is important for 
peace.’’ This last remark is, to say the least, 
somewhat ironic when one remembers that it 
is Israel’s usurpation and enforced occupation 
of Arab lands that has given rise to most of the 
problems in the Middle East during these last 
40 years. 


THE MONEY STILL ROLLS IN 


Notwithstanding the deceitful and cavalier 
way in which the Israelis have treated their 
American benefactors, from whom they are 
currently receiving £2 billion a year, the 
Jewish Lobby continues to exert its strangle- 
hold over Washington. Almost as soon as 
Pollard had started to serve the life sentence 
imposed upon him, a White House spokes- 
man announced: ‘‘Relations between the 
United States and Israel are strong and 
historic and will not be harmed by this case.”’ 
One wonders exactly what sort of dastardly 
crime the Israelis would have to commit 
before they incurred the true wrath of Uncle 
Sam! 
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PROTECT OR PERISH! _ 
JOHN PEACOCK points out Britain’s needs for survival in 
the global electronics war 


IT HAS BEEN APPARENT for some 
considerable time that American 
consumer-electronics manufacturers have 
given up the ghost in the war to prevent 
domination of the world’s consumer-elect- 
ronics markets by Japanese companies. 
And despite a long history of scientific pre- 
eminence Western European countries 
also seem to have fallen far behind the 
Japs. During the past six years the 
European share of the world’s electronic 
goods market has shrunk from 30 per-cent 
to less than 20 per-cent. 

In 1982 Mrs. Thatcher gave the then 
Japanese Premier Zenko Suzuki a present of a 
Sinclair ZX Spectrum Personal Computer. At 
that time the Sinclair Computer was way 
ahead of anything Japan could produce. 
Nevertheless, Britain today has failed to 
attain the position of world-class contender in 
the global consumer-electronics war. The 
only leading manufacturer in this country 
today is Philips, which is Dutch-owned and 
has its headquarters in Eindhoven. According 
to a recent report in Time magazine, ‘‘World- 
wide, it ranks second only to Japan’s Matsu- 
shita in total consumer-electronics sales.’’ An 
official for Philips said: ‘‘Now we’re in a 
high-speed race,” а race which Philips 
intends to win. ““Тһе opponent: Japan Іпс.”” 

In a Spearhead article published in May 
1986, ‘Secret of the Rising Sun’, John 
Tyndall explained how Japan managed to 
dump enormous quantities of table-model and 
portable colour television sets on US markets 
at prices so low that no American manufact- 
urer could compete. This was achieved by 
selling the same sets in Japan at prices that 
were artificially high, setting their big profits 
in the home market against the losses abroad. 
Once American companies in that particular 
field had virtually surrendered to Japanese 
‘competition’, the Jap companies were then 
able to raise their prices in the US without 
very much fear of competition. 

It is interesting to note that in a copycat 
move South Korea is now hurling its products 
into US and Western European markets. Time 
reports that ‘‘amid the roar and bustle of 
Manhattan’s Times Square a_bikini-clad 
woman stands beside a television set and a 
video-recorder. She is about 40ft tall. 
Running diagonally across her hip in 3ft high 
letters is the slogan ‘Expensive electronics 
without the expense’, and above her is the 
name of the sponsor, Goldstar. To many 


Americans, Goldstar could be just another 


Japanese electronics company that put a 
billboard in Times Square, alongside those of 
Sony, JVC, Aiwa, Casio and Panasonic.”’ 
Goldstar is in fact a South Korean company 
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JAP VIDEO-CAMERA 
These and other electronics products have invaded world markets by virtue of being 
grossly underpriced, while losses on their sales have been underwritten by inflated prices 
for the same products back in Japan, shielded against foreign competition by rigid 
protectionist barriers 


with very low labour costs and an average 
working week of 57 hours, a massive borrow- 
ing commitment in order to upgrade export 
industries, and in a position therefore to sell 
its goods well below the prices of its compet- 
itors. 


TOO LITTLE AND TOO LATE 


The strategy used by Japan long ago of 
dumping its products on US markets while 
closing its own doors to American goods was 
instrumental in forcing US companies into 
decline. Japan’s economic incursion into 
Western Europe has brought about ‘anti- 
dumping’ penalties and increased duty on 
certain goods imported from Japan. But all 
this has happened at least 20 years too late. 
Now the European Community has taken the 
wholly inadequate measure of imposing a 20 
per-cent anti-dumping penalty on the sale of 
electronic scales made by Japanese firms. 
European Community reprisals include 
increasing the import duty on video-recorders 
from Japan from 8 per-cent to 14 per-cent, 
and it is reported that Philips has benefitted 
from official protection: in 1984 the company 


was instrumental, for example, in getting a 19 


per-cent European Community tariff applied 
to imports of compact-disc players. Big deal! 
While the EEC wastes its efforts imposing 
such measures, Japan continues to protect its 
home markets much more totally, while at the 


Same time dodging protectionist measures in 
Europe by investing in a building programme 
in EEC countries, including Britain. Manag- 
ing Director of Hitachi (UK), Ted Kurose, 
has said: ‘Ме have two very good friends, 
the Welsh Development Board and Maggie 
Thatcher.’’ 

The newly appointed President of Philips, 
Cor van der Klugt, observed recently that 
‘‘the US abandonment to the Japanese of the 
important sectors of consumer-electronics, 
such as hi-fis, VCRs and video-cameras, has 
been shortsighted, given the convergence of 
the application of consumer and professional 
technologies.’’ With the US consumer-elect- 
ronics market thus thrown open to foreign 
imports and Philips’ presence in America 
representing 31 per-cent of the business, 
further expansion is planned on the premise 
that the war of the consumer-electronics 
giants will ultimately take place in North 
America. Philips’ recent acquisitions, 
Magnavox, Signetics and Westinghouse’s 
Lighting Operations, is an indication that the 
Dutch company is determined to expand and 
strengthen its presence іп the US іп preparat- 
ion for this coming battle. 

Provided that Philips has got it right, and 
that the Japanese do concentrate their efforts 
in America and the fight for global supremacy 


takes place on American soil, there is reason- 
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able hope for the remaining 346,000 workers 
in the industry worldwide (since 1975 Philips 
has reduced its workforce by 54,000). If 
Philips makes the mistake, which contributed 
to the demise of the American TV companies 
mentioned previously, the consequences 
would be enormous for the people of 
Eindhoven, which was described as a 
‘‘company town par excellence.’’ If Philips 
were to expend effort in a futile attempt to 
increase its marginal presence in Japan and in 
the Far East markets dominated by Jap 
companies, by joining in a venture with 
Nippon and teaming up with Matsushita on 
the false premises that such ‘co-operative 
competition’ is essential to the survival of the 
electronics industry, it could well severely 
jeopardise the jobs of the 30,000 Philips 
employees living in and around Eindhoven 
and would place at risk the jobs of some 
further 50,000 workers in service industries 
supplying Philips locally. Such a sacrifice of 
vital resources needed if the US battle is to be 
won would be criminally irresponsible. 


BATTLEGROUND EUROPE 


Despite Philips’ prediction that the 
ultimate battleground will be America, the 
Japanese seem to have taken the view that that 
battleground should be Europe. Most cert- 
ainly, the prediction by the economic 
‘experts’ in the field of consumer-electronics 
of a ‘bonanza’ resulting from an expected 
rise in Western European consumer spending 
has not fallen on deaf Japanese ears. The Japs 
have been visibly stepping up their efforts to 
increase their share of the West European 
markets presently dominated by Philips. 
Japanese investment in Europe is very mucha 
political move based on growing concern that 
the EEC would increase protectionist 
measures. The Director General of Japan’s 
External Trade Organisation (JETRO), based 
in Paris, Chikao Tsukuda, has said: ‘‘If we 
want to continue exporting, we have to build 
plants in the ЕЕС.”” Тһе main thrust by the 
Japanese to get into Europe has been through 
Britain, using this country as a back door. 
With Maggie Thatcher as their ‘best friend’, 
and thanks to Britain’s huge level of unemp- 
loyment — plus the ability of government and 
regional authorities to underwrite up to 40 
per-cent of a company’s capital costs if it 
locates in a depressed area and is sufficiently 
labour-intensive — the Japs are effectively 
dodging EEC protectionist measures and still 
dumping consumer-electronics goods on 
Western European markets at unfair prices. 

Cor van der Klugt has said that ‘‘in five to 
seven years, more than half of consumer- 
electronics sales will be of things not yet in 
existence.’’ Such a concept opens up new 
challenges to which the Japanese will be very 
quick to respond. Not completely unrelated to 
this was the proposal by Japan in 1981 to 
build revolutionary artificial-intelligence 
computers and super-computers 100 to 1,000 
times faster than today’s machines. The point 
of particular note was the reaction of Michael 
Dertouzos, Director of the Laboratory for 


Computer Science at the Institute of 
Technology, Massachusetts, after acquiring a 
Japanese research paper. 1 started panick- 
ing,” he told Newsweek magazine. “І said: 
‘My God, this is the research charter for my 
laboratory. These guys have stolen it!’ ”” 
Such is the threat that, if the governments of 
those countries involved in carrying out 
research into new possibilities fail to 
intervene to protect new inventions for the 
benefit of their own people, you can be 
certain that Japan will. Akira Harada of 
Matsushita has said that Philips ‘‘...was one 


of our teachers.’’ Surely it doesn’t take such а. 


lot of learning to understand that the 
Japanese’ would benefit greatly by ‘buying 
up’, or by other means acquiring, new ideas 
and then turning them into their own finished 
product and selling that product back to us. 
Indeed the writing has long been on the wall. 


MADNESS OF 
INTERNATIONALISM 

The main purpose of this article ,-inspired 
by reports of the ‘unavoidable’ electronics 
showdown between Philips and ‘Japan Inc.’, 
has been to highlight the madness of those in 
the West who boast that the global market 
place is the only place to trade. The Japanese 
have provided the world with merchandise at 
‘competitive’ prices, but that could not have 
been achieved without substantial borrowing 
— not only of money but of technical know- 
how. As John Tyndall explained, the indust- 
rial harmony and economic strength of Japan, 
so admired and envied by the Thatcher 
Government, is not quite what it seems. 
According to the Nissan television commer- 
cial, ‘equality’ is the by-word at the new 
Nissan car plant near Gateshead. According 
to Hiroshi Moriyama of Nissan, ‘‘there is no 
discrimination between salaried and wage 
workers һеге.”” Executives apparently wear 
company attire, use the same amenities as the 
shop-floor workers and have по parking 
privileges. Back in Japan, however, with the 
social organisation based as it is on hierarchy, 
and where everyone knows his place, the 
hidden threat behind the nice polite request 
from the boss “VIII prod Yamata’s broom 
into a blur of motion.’’ B. Bruce-Briggs 


DERELICT 
SCENE 

This picture, 
typical of many 
in Britain’s 
industrial areas, 
is a product of 
the sell-out of 
British. industry 
to its foreign 
competitors by 
Tory and 
Labour 
governments 
alike 


wrote in 1982: “То imitate the Japanese, we 


_ would need a labour force disciplined by a 


social hierarchy controlled by an oligarchy.’”’ 
Enoch Powell recently said: ““Тһе British 


economy is rather а nice economy — much 


nicer than the Japanese economy. To have a 
Japanese economy you have to be Japanese, 
and I much prefer being British.” 

= Completely lost on Thatcher & Co., who 
fancy they have a cordial relationship with the 
Japanese, is the contempt in which the latter 
hold them. Most people who understand the 
Japanese will know only too well that the 


Japanese way of expressing contempt is to be 


just slightly more polite than is warranted.”’ 


OUR STRENGTH 


The Japanese example is most certainly 
worthy of study in the light of Japan’s accom- 
plishments, but let us not forget that in Britain 
and the West we have something the Japanese 
do not have, and that:is an enormous ability to 
innovate and invent. This is not to denigrate 
the Japanese qualities, but it is simply a 
recognition of the racial factor. The lessons 
are all there to be learned. British Nationalists 
have long been promoting ideas for a sound 
and prosperous economic future for this 
country which are rejected by those people in 
top positions in industry and government who 
feel themselves to be ‘global’ in their outlook. 
But Nationalists are not afraid of new chall- 
enges resulting from research into new scien- 
tific development; all they desire is that 
British people who, either directly or indir- 
ectly, finance R&D programmes should gain 
from the results of that research. Never would 
a British Nationalist government permit new 
British inventions to be sold to the highest 
foreign bidder. Set free from the shackles of 
the present corrupt financial system, and from 
the humiliating position of ‘sub-contractor’ to 
foreign concerns, Britain has the ability to 
move forward much more quickly than most 
of her competitors. A Nationalist government 
would take positive measures to protect the 
nation’s research programmes and would 
ensure that British investment was channelled 
into British industry, employing British 
workers and supplying a protected home 
market. 
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HITLER AND STALIN: WHO WAS 
PLANNING TO ATTACK WHOM? 


A Red Army officer testifies 


VICTOR SUVOROV, a former member of the 
Soviet General Staff, is now in the West. He is 
the product of the Brezhnev era and the new 
generation Soviet Army officer. Here he provides 
hitherto unpublished insights into Soviet military 
dispositions during the months leading up to the 
German attack on Russia in 1941. Historians 
who have hitherto uncritically accepted the thesis · 
that Stalin was the victim of unprovoked aggress- 
ion in the Summer of 1941 may, after reading 
this article, have cause to revise, or at least 
modify, their views. 

The article is reprinted with acknowledge- 
ments to the Journal of the Royal United Services 
Institute for Defensive Studies. 


ON FRIDAY, THE 13th JUNE 1941, 
Moscow Radio broadcast a rather unusual 
report by TASS which stated that: ‘‘the 
rumours of Germany’s intentions to tear 
up the Pact and to undertake an attack on 
the USSR are without any foundation,” 
and that such rumours were ‘‘clumsy 
propaganda by forces hostile to the USSR 
and Germany and interested in an exten- 


sion of the war.”’ 
The following day the central Soviet news- 


papers published this report and, a week later, 
Germany launched a sudden, treacherous 
attack on the Soviet Union. 

It was quite obvious that Stalin himself had 
written the TASS report. His characteristic 
style was familiar to everybody: the generals 
in the command staffs, the prisoners in 
GULAG апа foreign analysts. Many 
historians, both in the USSR and in the West, 
consider this TASS report to have demons- 
trated at best a complete failure to understand 
the nature- of current events and at worst a 
remarkable piece of criminal negligence. 
Aside from the question of Stalin making a 
statement which was so rapidly and dramatic- 
ally proved to be entirely mistaken, there is 
the more fundamental issue of why he found it 
necessary to make a statement at all. Was he 
not after all, of all tyrants, the most silent? 
Many historians have noted Stalin’s quite 
staggering ability to keep silent at times of 
crisis and on major policy issues, and indeed 
some critics consider his silence to have been 
Stalin’s greatest weapon. Moreover, many 
Soviet senior commanders bear witness to his 
true beliefs being quite the reverse of what the 
TASS statement was suggesting, and that in 
reality he considered war with Germany to be 
inevitable. If Stalin had suddenly revised his 
judgement on the probability of war, his most 
likely course would have been to discuss the 
_ problem with his closest advisers or simply 
keep it to himself. Why then was Stalin’s 
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view of Germany’s pacific intentions towards 


the Soviet Union made so embarrassingly 


public? 

Furthermore, the tenor of the TASS report 
also seems out of keeping with contemporary 
communist ideology. The communist propa- 
ganda (and this was especially true of Stalin’s 


Russia) involved the constant repetition of 


one simple idea: we are surrounded with 
enemies. This was a very useful cry; it ration- 
alised then, as indeed it does now, such things 
as why the state frontiers were closed, why 
opposition had to be destroyed, why there are 
no free elections, why there was no free press, 
and why it was necessary to produce guns 


н. 


STALIN 
Did he intend to strike the first blow? 


instead of butter. This notion of an ever- 
present threat permits an explanation of 
anything that is required. Whole generations 
of Soviet citizens have been brought up on 
this simple credo which is presented in the 
newspapers, cinemas, books, radio broad- 
casts, and even in schoolbooks. And yet, on 
this singular occasion, the national radio 
loudly announced to the whole country and 
the whole world: The threat of aggression 
does not exist! 

However, it would be a mistake merely to 
consider Stalin's TASS statement as ill- 
judged: incomprehensible and inexplicable 
would be more appropriate interim judge- 
ments, pending a detailed investigation of 
what lies behind the words. 


AN IMPORTANT DATE IN 
SOVIET HISTORY 


13th June 1941, the date of Stalin’s TASS 
report, is one of the most important dates in 
the whole of Soviet history, infinitely more 
important than 22nd June 1941, the day of the 
German invasion. Many Soviet marshals and 
generals write about the 13th June with more 
precision and detail than they do about the 
22nd. What follows is a typical example from 
the account of General N.I. Biryukov, then 
commanding the 186th Rifle Division, 
stationed in the Ural Military District:- 

“Оп 13th June 1941 we received a directive of 

special importance from district staff according to 

_ which the division must move to ‘a new camp.’ 

The address of the new quarters was not commun- 

icated even to me, the divisional commander. 

Only when passing through Moscow did I learn 

that our division was to be concentrated in woods 

to the west of Idritsa.”’ 

All the divisions in the Ural Military 
District received similar orders signalling a 
move to the western frontier. The official 
history of the district fixes this date with 
precision:- | 

“Тһе 112th Rifle Division was the first to begin 

loading. On the morning of 13th June the first 

echelon moved off from a small railway station... 
then began the dispatch of 98th, 153га, 186th 

Rifle Divisions. The movement of troops was 

carried out in secret.”’ 


CREATION OF NEW ARMIES 


Corps staffs were created to co-ordinate the 
operational deployment of the Ural divisions 
which were secretly concentrating in the 
Byelo-Russian forests, and 22nd Army took 
command of the corps. Lieutenant-General 
F.A. Ershakov, the commander of the Ural 
Military District, took command of this new 
army and the District Chief of Staff, Major- 
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General G.F. Zakharov, took charge of the 
Army Staff. Thus the whole Ural Military 
District, including the commander, his staff, 
and all the subordinate formations, secretly 
began to move westwards. Unusually, the 
Deputy Commander of the District, Lieuten- 
ant-General M.F. Lukin, whose normal role 
would have been to remain behind as the 
district commander, had some time earlier 
been ordered to report to the Transbaikal 
Military District, where he formed up and 
took command of 16th Army and, at the very 
moment when TASS was broadcasting its 
strange report, was secretly making his way 
westwards at the head of the army. 

Similar movements were simultaneously 
taking place in all the internal military 
districts of the Soviet Union. The district 
commanders, Lieutenant-Generals А.К. 
Smirnov, I.S. Konev, F.M. Remezov, V.M. 
Gerasimenko, S.A. Kalinin and V.Y 
Kachalov (respectively commanding the 
Kharkov, North Caucasian, Orel Volga, 
Siberian and Archangel Military Districts), 
transformed district staffs into staffs of the 
18th, 19th, 20th, 21st, 24th and 28th Armies. 
Bearing in mind the 16th and 22nd Armies 
mentioned earlier, a total of eight complete 
armies suddenly appeared in the country’s 
internal districts. The 1 8th was to be posted to 
the strength of the Ist Strategic Echelon of the 
Red Army, the remaining seven (in all, 69 
‘tank, motorised and rifle divisions) made up 
the 2nd Strategic Echeton. Of the eight 
armies, five were immediately and secretly 
moved to the Ukraine and Byelo-Russia. All 
Soviet sources emphasise the secrecy of these 
moves: ““Веіоге the actual commencement of 
war, reserve forces began to assemble in the 
frontier districts under conditions of the 
strictest secrecy.’’ ‘Тһе other three armies 
were put under orders to точе.’ | 


PROBLEMS ОЕ TRANSPORT 


Only lack of transport prevented all eight 
armies from moving simultaneously. Earlier, 
in April and May, troop movements on a vast 
scale had been carried out from the interior 
towards the German border. All the spare 
capacity of the entire national rail transport 
system had been taken up with this major and 
secret operation. It was completed on time but 
the rolling stock had then a return journey of 


thousands of kilometres. Of necessity, the 


later and even more extensive troop deploy- 
ments had to take place successively. 
Concerning these earlier troop movements, 
the former deputy to the minister of the 
National Inspectorate, I.V. Kovalev, reports 
as follows:- 

“Іп the period May to the beginning of June the 

USSR transport system had to ensure the trans- 

portation of about 800,000 reservists. ..this had to 

be done secretly.”’ 

Nor were these Мау deployments 
restricted to ordinary ground troops, as 
Colonel-General I. Lyudnikov records:- 

M ‘Being in May 1941 on the staff of the 36th Rifle 

- Corps, I learnt that an airborne corps was concen- 
trated in the Zhitomir area and in the woods of the 
south-west of it.” 


with digesting 


Marshal of the Soviet Union I.K. Bagram- 
yan was a Colonel at this time and held the 
post of Head of the Operational Department 
of the staff of the Kiev Special Military 
District. Among other formations for which 
the district was to take responsibility, he notes 
that during the latter part of May 1941 it took 
command of the 31st Rifle Corps newly 
arrived from the Far East after a journey of 
over 10,000 kilometres, and then at the end of 
the month absorbed 34th Corps from the 
North Caucasian Military District. This latter 
corps alone had 48,000 men in its four rifle 
divisions and had a mountain division in 
addition. He said:- 

“'...V6 had to provide quarters for almost a whole 

army in a short time. At the end of May, echelon 

after echelon started to arrive.”’ 

In this way the 1st Strategic Echelon of the 
Soviet Army was secretly reinforced. 


SECRET DEPLOYMENTS 


In the middle of June, when TASS was 
broadcasting its strange report and the Soviet 
press was bringing it to a wide public, the 
Military Council of the Odessa Military 
District received instructions to create an 
army administration in Tiraspol, near the 
Rumanian border, for the 9th Army, the most 
mobile and powerful of all. But the activity in 
the frontier zone was concerned not merely 
such large reinforcing 
formations; there also began a secret regroup- 
ing of units within the frontier districts. 
‘‘Under the guise of changing summer camps 
the formations drew closer to the 
frontier...The majority of the movements 
took place at night.’’ Soviet official public- 
ations are full of reports like these and: ‘‘On 
14th June 78th Rifle Division under Major- 
General F.F. Alyabushev, on the pretext of 
training exercises, was moved out towards 
the state frontier’? and ‘‘Before the actual 
war, some formations of the Western Special 
Military District began to move out towards 
the state frontier in conformity with GS 
instructions’’ and ““Оп 14th June the Military 
Council of the Baltic Military District 
confirmed the plan for the redeployment of a 
number of divisions and individual regiments 
to the frontier zone.” These eye-witness 
accounts are also notable for their emphasis 
on the secrecy of these moves in the frontier 
belt, the efforts made to disguise them and the 
readiness of the units concerned for active 
operations. 

The accounts of three officers who later 
attained the highest ranks in the Soviet Army 
underline this point. Marshal of the Soviet 
Union R.Y. Malinovsky, at the time Major- 
General in command of 48th Rifle Corps in he 
Odessa Military District, writes:- ` 

“А far back as the 7th June the corps left the 

Kirovograd area for Bel’tsy and, on 14th June, 


was in situ. This movement took place under the 
guise of large-scale training ехегсізев.”” 


Colonel Bagramyan, who is mentioned 
earlier, was busy preparing the move of five 
rifle and four mechanised corps to the frontier 
zone. On 15th June he was instructed to begin 


moving all five rifle corps out to the frontier, 
and һе notes: ““Тһеу took with them every- 
thing necessary for active operations.’’ 
Marshal of the Soviet Union, М.У. 
Zakharov, at that time Major-General and 
Chief of Staff of 9th Army in Odessa Military 
District, notes that: ‘‘On 15th June, 30th and 
74th Rifle Divisions assembled in the woods 
to the east of Bel’tsy under the pretext of 
training exercises.”’ 

There were in fact 170 divisions in the Ist 
Strategic Echelon. Of these 56 were already 
deployed directly on the frontier. 114 were 
deployed further back in the frontier zone, 
but: “Оп 12th-15th June the order was given 
to the Western Military Districts: all divisions 
stationed in the interior (of those military 
districts) are to moved nearer to the state 
frontier.” The entire Ist Strategic Echelon 
now began its concentration directly in the 
border belt. To these 114 must be added the 
69 divisions of 2nd Strategic Echelon which 
had either moved already or were preparing to 
do so. Thus on the day of the famous TASS 
communique the movement of 138 divisions 
was in train: the biggest troop movement by a 
single state in the history of civilisation; а 
movement right to the frontier itself and 
conducted with maximum secrecy and 
concealment. 


REACTIONS TO THE 
COMMUNIQUE 


Returning to the TASS report of 13th June, 
the communique does not only speak of 
German intentions, but also of Soviet actions: 

‘‘Rumours that the USSR is preparing for war 
with Germany are false and provocative...the 
summer assemblies of Red Army reserves and 
forthcoming manoeuvres have no other object 
than the training of reservists and checking the 
functioning of rail transport. It is well known that 
this is an annual event, therefore to describe these 
measures as hostile to Germany is absolutely 
absurd...” 


When comparing the explanation in the 
TASS report with what actually happened on 
the ground we note a certain discrepancy, not 
untypical of Stalin, between words and 
deeds. On the one hand the soothing report, 
on the other massive top secret troop concen- 
tration on the frontier. 

The TASS report states that the moves 
were concerned with ‘‘checking the rail 
network apparatus.’’ However, the concen- 
tration of troops had begun in March, reached 
a vast scale in May, and in June assumed 
simply gigantic proportions. In other words, 
rail transport (the most important national 
transport system) was paralysed for four full 
months, and this at harvest time when each 
and every waggon is worth its weight in gold; 
hardly an exercise as routine as ““сһесКіпр the 
rail network apparatus.’ The explanation that 
the moves were ‘‘normal training’’ is 
similarly untrue. Training was carried out in 
the autumn when the harvest had been 
gathered in and the fields were empty and, 
moreover, when the Army’s assistance with 
harvesting was completed. But this rule was 
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HITLER AND STALIN: WHO 
WAS PLANNING TO 


ATTACK WHOM? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


broken in 1941. It is not surprising that 
Major-General $. Iovlev, commanding 64th 
Rifle Division of 44th Rifle Corps of the 
Western Special Military District, should 
have commented that the ‘‘unusualness of the 
assemblies put people on their guard.’’ Hence 
the oft-repeated phrase ‘‘under the pretext of 
training’ in the accounts of the Soviet 
marshals and generals reporting these deploy- 
ments. Another possibility is that the troop 
movements were designed as a demonstration 
of strength. But to be effective, demonstrat- 
ions need to be seen; these moves were as 
secret as it was possible to make them. 


STALIN’S ACTIONS 


An alternative explanation for the massive 
troop movements is that Stalin, whatever his 
declarations in the TASS report, genuinely 
expected to be attacked by Germany, and was 
secretly massing his armies to create and man 
defences along the frontier. But this explan- 
ation is not borne out by the facts. Troops 
preparing for defence bury themselves in the 
ground, dig trenches and anti-tank ditches, 
construct cover and barbed wire barricades. 
In the first instance, this is done in the most 
likely avenues of enemy advance, across 
roads and behind river lines. But the Red 
Army did nothing of the kind. As has been 
recorded earlier, divisions were hidden in 
woods near the frontier in exactly the same 
way as were the German divisions before they 
made their surprise attack. ““Тһе rife troops 
could have occupied and completed defensive 
installations, but this was not done.’’ 

This failure to erect defensive works is all 
the more curious since, with the signing of the 
Soviet-German Non-Aggression Treaty and 
the subsequent ‘partition’ of Poland between 
the two states, Soviet and German forces now 
confronted each other across a common 
frontier with no ‘buffer-state’ between them. 
Moreover, while common prudence might 
have dictated the strengthening or at least the 
retention of the Stalin Line fortification along 
the old frontier, the opposite was happening. 
This powerful protective system was 
dismantled and, in many places, blown up or 
earthed over; minefields were disarmed and 
over a distance of thousands of kilometres 
“Чһе barbed wire һай. Бееп removed.” 
Partisan detachments, which had been 
created in case these lands were occupied by 
the enemy, were disbanded. Explosive 
charges were removed from thousands of 
bridges, railway stations and industrial 
complexes which had been prepared for 
destruction in case of invasion. In short, 
colossal efforts were made to destroy every- 
thing connected with defence. At the same 
time, while prior to the Treaty’s signature 
only divisions and corps had existed in the 
Soviet frontier districts, formed armies now 
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began to assemble in the newly extended 
border zone. Between August 1939 and April 
1941, the number of armies on the Soviet 
western border increased from zero to 11. 
Three more joined them during May together 
with five airborne corps. If Hitler had not 
attacked first, Stalin would have had 23 
armies and more than 20 independent corps 
facing him. This took place before general 
mobilisation. 


SOVIET MILITARY DOCTRINE 


In the 1930s, Soviet military doctrine 
considered that a future major conflict would 
be a war of armies and millions of men, but 
that it would not be necessary to await the 
moment when the mobilisation of these 
millions was complete before the offensive 
began. It was considered that in frontier 
districts, even in peacetime, there should be 
troops who would cross the frontier and enter 
enemy territory on the first day of war, thus 
disrupting enemy mobilisation and covering 
their own. Marshal of the Soviet Union A.E. 
Egorov thought it essential, even in peace- 
time, to have ‘invasion groups’ оп the 
frontier. Marshal of the Soviet Union M.W. 
Tukhachevsky considered that this under- 
stated the case somewhat. In his view, there 
should not be ‘invasion groups’ but ‘invasion 
armies’. In the opinion of Tukhachevsky, 
‘‘the strength and deployment of the forward 
army must, in the first instance, be subord- 
inate to the ability to cross the frontier 
immediately following the announcement of 
mobilisation...it is essential for mechanised 
corps to Бе deployed near the 
frontier...mechanised formations must be 
deployed within 50 to 60 kilometres of the 
frontier...so as to be able to cross it with 
effect from the first day of mobilisation. ”’ 

Marshals Egorov and Tukhachevsky were 
later executed during Stalin’s purge (both 
these officers held very high positions in the 
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GERMAN FORCES LAUNCH THEIR DRIVE INTO RUSSIA 


Red Army and subsequently in the govern- 
ment). But their ideas were extended and 
developed by the man who succeeded in 1940 
to the position of Chief of the General Staff 
and rapidly became the Army’s outstanding 
practitioner, the master of surprise offensives 
Army General (later Marshal) G.K. Zhukov. 
Under Zhukov’s direction the principle was 
laid down that ‘“‘responsibility for the 
performance of invasion army tasks must be 
laid on the whole of the Ist Strategic 
Echelon.’’ 


OFFENSIVE PURPOSE 


Тһе 151 Strategic Echelon which was 
forming up on the Soviet border in June 1941 
was, by virtue of its organisational structure, 
deployment and military preparedness, 
clearly offensive in nature. So too was the 2ns 
Strategic Echelon, which began its secret 
movements towards the German frontier on 
13th June 1941. Many Soviet marshals and 
generals do not acknowledge these facts 
directly and, of course, both echelons were 
overwhelmed in the German surprise attack 
and had perforce to fight defensively. 
However, they had not planned to do so, as 
Army General M. Kazakov, speaking of the 
armies of the 2nd Strategic Echelon, notes: 
‘*After the beginning of the war, the plans for 
their use had to undergo a cardinal change.” 


Major-General У. Zemskov expresses their 


Strategic purpose more precisely: ‘‘We were 
forced to use these reserves, not for offensive 
action as according to the plans, but for 
defence.’’ Lieutenant-General M.F. Lufkin, 
who himself participated in these events as 
commander of 16th Army, which formed part 
of the 2nd Strategic Echelon, explains the 
matter simply and clearly: ‘Ме were formed 
to fight on enemy territory.’’ Whilst that other 
specialist in surprise blows dealt at enemy 
territory, Marshal A.M. Vasilevsky, under- 
Contd. on page 16 


Were they merely pre-empting a Soviet attack on them? 


SIR: I agree absolutely with the article written 
by Ian Sloan, ‘Freud and his putrid legacy’. I 
once had to study the works of this poisoner. 
Einstein stole the achievements of the British 
scientist Rutherford. This nation became 
besotted with the works of other central and 
eastern Europeans of the same tribe as Freud 
and Einstein, works introduced into this 
country by the Fabian Socialists, who 
polluted our education system with their 
rubbish. This is the reason why we have our 
universities and polytechnics filled with long- 
haired, drug-addicted, screaming students. 
This is the reason why we have our town 
centres polluted by prancing poofters. The 
latest news is that the ancient St. Botulph’s 
Church in the City of London has been desec- 
rated by human filth called the Gay Christian 
(sic) Movement, which has established its 
headquarters there and sells homosexual 
books and magazines. It is no use writing to 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, for you will 
only receive a sloppy letter from one of his 
sidekicks. 
KENNETH R. McKILLIAM 
Lympne, Kent 


SIR: I should like to suggest that Spearhead 


and the BNP make more mention of their | 
Opposition to Jewish and Moslem ritual 


Slaughter methods. I am sure that if many 
British people were made aware of exactly 
what these methods entail there would be a 
strong reaction against such barbaric cruelty. 
It seems unfortunate that the increasingly 
important and popular environmental, ecol- 
ogical and animal welfare questions should 
have become practically a monopoly of the 
left in this country. Surely the preservation of 
our traditional countryside апа wildlife 
should have some place іп nationalist 
politics? 
R. ERSKINE RIDDELL 
Edinburgh 


SIR: Regarding the editorial in the March 
issue of your excellent magazine, I note that 
London police chief Sir Kenneth Newman is 


being criticised for dealing with the black | 


communities differently to the white ones. I 
think that you should congratulate Sir 
Kenneth — he is quite right! He does have to 
handle the Blacks differently to the Whites. 


Не has, in fact, discovered the necessity for | 


. Apartheid — separate development. Тһе 


Black Race and the White Race are very 
different and each must be handled differ- 
ently. 

Now that the London chief of police is 
beginning to practise Apartheid, it doesn’t 
make too much sense that his government is 
attacking the South African Whites for doing 
the same thing. The British people, in turn, 
need to awaken to their choice and make up 
their minds: is it going to be Britain for the 
British? Or are we going to see the present 
multi-racial sore fester and eventually bring 
about the surrender of your country — when 
the black birthrate overwhelms the Whites? 

HAROLD N. SIMPSON 
Chicago, U.S.A. 


SIR: In the run-up to the general election we 
will be subjected to the usual pledges and 
promises by each of the political parties of the 
establishment. But, whichever party is 
elected to govern, it will inherit and contunue 
to acknowledge the massive National Debt. 
This debt has accumulated over approxim- 
ately 3 centuries. 

Because the nation’s economic business is 
conducted through the banks, very little 
money actually changes hands. What 
паррепв is that account figures are debited 
and credited by a mere entry in the books. 
This is why the banks can lend far more 
money than they actually have. This also 
means that they can charge interest on money 
they don’t even possess! 

And yet sucessive governments continue to 
go through the process of borrowing money 
— money that has been created by the banks 
from nothing! 

This is why the banks are so powerful, in 
fact far more so than any elected government! 

R.F. BROWN 
Leicester 


SIR: Most readers will have heard of the 
sentencing of Winston Silcott for the brutal 


murder of PC Keith Blakelock. 

The liberal-left ‘experts’ would have us 
believe, no doubt, that the disturbances that 
led to this sadistic killing are the result of 
‘unemployment’ and ‘bad housing’. 

Yet Silcott was a comfortably-off green- 
grocer. The estate in which he lived is badly 
designed but the flats in it were described by 
The Daily Telegraph as ““тооту and comfort- 
able.’’ 

GRAEME KEMP 
Gosport, Hants. 


SIR: Mr. Noel A. Hunt would disenfranchise 
the unemployed after 6 months, apparently 
irrespective of their past work record, 
previous state contributions or quality as 
human beings. As most of the long-term 
unemployed are working-class men, who 
often possess an ingrained decency and 
patriotism superior to those of other classes, I 
regard this idea in his article in the March 
issue as insulting and stupid. 

Mr. Hunt favours an education, intellig- 
ence and earning-power qualification before a 
citizen would be allowed to vote. Many of the 
best educated, most intelligent and well 
salaried Britons I have met have been 
Marxists, Social Democrats or Libertarians. 
Very few have any inclination towards racial 
nationalism. | 

М. DWYER 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: With regard to your view that it does not 
matter which party we vote for in the election, 
I should think we might vote for the SDP/ 
Liberal Alliance with possible advantage. If 
the Alliance is able to exert sufficient pressure | 
to bring about proportional representation, 
we might be able to follow the success of the 
National Front in France, which owed its 
votes largely to this system. What do your 
readers think? | 
С. СЕТНІМ 
London S.W.9 
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HITLER AND STALIN: WHO 
WAS PLANNING TO 


ATTACK WHOM? 
(Contd. from page 14) 


lines the opinion of General Lukin: ‘‘In his 
words there is much stern truth.’’ 

It seems certain that Soviet concentration 
on the frontier was due to be completed by 
10th July. Thus the German blow which fell 
just 19 days earlier found the Red Army іп a 
most unfavourable situation — in railway 
waggons. Numerous Soviet reports read like 
the following: ‘‘When the war began, 63rd 
Rifle Corps was underway.’’ “‘At the begin- 
ning of the war the 200th Rifle Division was 
underway.’’ апа ““Оп the outbreak of the war 
the 48th Rifle Division was underway.’’ 
Many lines of tanks, still travelling on their 
railway flatcars, found themselves stuck 
helpless in open fields. Nor was it only a 
question of tanks but of guns, stores and 
vehicles as well. The total losses incurred in 
this way are not known but there are one or 
two pieces of evidence available. One author- 
ity notes that: “towards the end of June 1941, 
1,320 trainloads of lorries were standing on 
the lines in the frontal belt.’’ The immense 
scale of this railway operation makes it 
obvious that somebody had organised it 
before the outbreak of war, loaded the tanks 
and lorries onto trains, transported them over 
enormous distances, and then been unable to 
unload them. 

There were other victims of the unfortunate 
timing of the German attack, as Colonel- 
General of Artillery І. Volkotrubenko 
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THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 25pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158рр. 
THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
246pp. 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45рр. ვად 

THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and schol- 
arly account of what race means and how the concept has 
affected human thinking. A specialist book but one of 
great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational 
scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren by pacifist 
and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This topical and fact- 
ual study makes it plain that we are not simply confronted 
with odd teachers here and there abusing their positions 
but a whole network of organisations and institutions, 
some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack on 
young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 
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explains: ‘‘In 1941 the Western Front lost 
4,216 waggons of ammunition.” A rather 
strange casualty was a huge consignment of 
maps, as Lieutenant-General M. Kudrya- 
vestev notes: ‘“‘There were about 200 
waggons with topographical maps in the 
Baltic Western and Kiev Special Military 
Districts. We had to destroy the greater part of 
(һезе.” The 1055 of these maps deserves 
closer examination. Why were they in 
waggons? Where was it intended to send 
them? What sort of maps were they? If they 
were maps of interior regions of the USSR, 
they should have been in the interior regions; 
there was no need to send them anywhere. 


REASONS FOR 
STALIN’S ACTIONS 


The more closely one studies Stalin’s 
actions during this critical period, the more 
apparent it becomes that they were not a 
reaction to Hitler's moves. Stalin acted 
according to his own plans and these foresaw 
a full concentration of Soviet troops on the 
frontier by 10th July. In determining what 
these plans portended, it is important to 
consider what would have happened if Hitler 
had not attacked before that date and Stalin 
had had the opportunity to complete his 
troops’ concentration on the German frontier 
in peace and secrecy. 

Certain conclusions are incontrovertible. 
First, the mobilised divisions could not 
have returned to the distant districts from 
whence they came. Such a move again 
would have absorbed the entire resources of 
the rail network for many months and would 


have resulted in economic catastrophe. 


This is an up-to-date list of books stocked by our 
service. It excludes a number of works on the 
racial question which have (we hope temporarily) 
been withdrawn from circulation pending exam- 
ination and enquiries concerning their liability to 
be the subject of prosecutions under the 1986 
Public Order Act. The prices listed here do not 
include postage, which should be assessed by 
calculating one-eighth the total value of each 
order. Money should be enclosed with orders and 
all cheques and postal orders should be made out 
to the BNP Book Service ONLY and not 


included in remittances sent for other items. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational expos- 
ure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 1982, 
904 pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kittle Little) 
50р. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission оп 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the government 
by members of subversive or criminal organisations for the 
purpose of furthering the interests of those organisations. 
1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’EFAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66p. 


Secondly, these gigantic forces could not 
have been left to spend the winter where 
they were hidden. So many new divisions 
had been created and assembled in the frontal 
belt that many of them had already had to 
spend the winter of 1940-41 in dugouts. As 
early as 1940 there had been insufficient 
training centres and artillery and rifle ranges 
in the newly-acquired western frontier zone, 
even for the existing divisions. Troops who 
cannot train rapidly lose the capacity to fight. 
In every major complex human endeavour 
there exists a critical moment at which events 
reach a point of no-return. This moment for 
the Soviet Union fell on 13th June 1941. After 
that day, masses of Soviet troops were 
secretly but inexorably moving towards the 
German border. Once the 13th June had 
passed, the Soviet leadership could no longer 
turn these troops back nor even halt them, for 
economic and military reasons. War became 
inevitable for the Soviet Union, irrespective 
of how Hitler might have acted. Finally, the 
composition and disposition of the forces іп · 
the frontier zone did not indicate that they 
were intended to remain there. Such features 
as the airborne corps in the first thrust of the 
‘defences’, artillery units in the forward 
locations, the dismantling of the Stalin Line, 
and the absence of any defence in depth or 
effort to construct one, do not point to the 
intention of maintaining any permanent 
defensive position along the border. If all this 
is viewed in the context of the Zhukov 
doctrinal framework outlined earlier, then it 
becomes clear that the only credible military 


intention which Stalin could have had was to 


begin the war himself in the summer of 1941. 
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THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 

¥.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191 pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48рр. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
реак: A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 

iblical times, packed with little-known and long-supp- 
ressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. 
Hoar) £15.00. One of the most serious and detailed 
accounts of financial manipulation ever published. From 
the time of the American Revolution to the present, we 
are given names, dates and facts. The material originally 
appeared іп the journal American Opinion. 1984, 361 pp. 
THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 
the British National Party. 22p post-free from: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British Nat- 
ional Party fought the 1983 General Election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 42p post-free from: PO Box 446, 
London 5Е23 2LS.. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old Nationalist leaflet, brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 


‘issues. 


‘Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and ex- 
plains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 


for economic nationalism. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 


with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on def- 
enceless people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. © 


‘This is OUR country. Leaflet quéstioning people on 

i their views about race riots and multi-racialism and tell- 
ing them that if they answer affirmatively their place is 
with the British National Party. Features vivid picture of 
riot area in flames. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage costs at- 


£2.23 for 1,000, £2.65 for 2,000 and £3.10 for 3,000. 
Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. POSTERS 


Large posters (17.7in. x 25.2in) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 

Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 
in red, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
to be filled in that is appropriate to the occasion. Avail- 
able only to accredited BNP regional, branch or group 
Organisers. | 

These large-size posters cost: 1-9 at 12р each; 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8р each; 50 or over at бр each. Estim- 
ate postage at weight of 20g for | poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in. x 17.7in.) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1985 riot photos. 

‘Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
_ Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 


Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 


ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
CND are Moscow’s puppets. Don’t be fooled by them. 
Keep Britain’s bomb. Drawing of Soviet Army General 
manipulating nuclear disarmers on puppet strings. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of typical mugging gang. 


These posters contain the BNP name and address and 


logo in red, white and blue and are priced: 1-9 at 12p . 


each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p 
each. Postage should be estimated on the basis of one 
poster weighing 10g. 

Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


NEW B.N.P. STICKERS 


New stickers with sloagns:- 

Fight subversion: smash Communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster). 
Start repatriation! | 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster). 

Ban imports! (same as poster). 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster). 

Hang IRA. murderers! (same as poster). 


Keep Britain’s bomb! {same as poster). 
Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 
Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster Brit- 
ish! 


Love the white race: protect its future! 


-Abortion is child-murder: make it illegal! 


Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! 

Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, 
white and blue. Price: £4 per 1,000 plus 98p p&p. Orders 
with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 


Rally ‘82: Speeches from the BNP natignal rally in Lon- 
don on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 


‘Unite and fight for Britain’s шиге!” 


Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches from the Nationalist Unity rally in Lon- 
don on September Sth 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
МсКіШат, Len Bearsford-Walker and others. 

Side 2: Talk by John 8988) on the theme: ““Тһе coming 
British Revolution’” 


Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage”’, 


(about the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘‘Britain’s economic crisis’’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on the theme of “Тһе case for Nationalism’”’ 
(the internationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk оп the theme of ‘Tragedy of the 20th Cen- 
tury (analysis of the Second World War). 

Tyndall speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on the theme of ‘‘Why we must repatriate’’. 
Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘‘Foundations of the national 
community’’ (Discourse оп Racial; Nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 18p p&p. Orders 
with cash to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. BADGES 


British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
free from PO Box 457, London SE20 7QE. 


B.N.P. SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party shield 


carved in wood and containing two crossed Union Jacks 
with the worlds *‘British National Party — for гасе and 
nation’’. Ideal for your mantlepiece or wall. Available at 
£15 post-free. Orders with cash to: Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PL1 150. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG TAPE 


Containing 9 songs, including Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, White Men Awake!, My Skin is White, 


Sons of Britain, Britain is a White Man’s Land, Members of 


the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. 
Available at 3.50 plus 70p p&p. Copies of lyrics sent 
with each order. Orders with cash to Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 


Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP red, white 
and blue logo. Available at £4.50 post-free. 


BNP round stickers bearing party logo with name and 
address. 2/>іп diameter: £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p 
(collected £4 per roll); 2in diameter £4.25 per roll of 500 
(collected £3.85 per roll); 1M21ი diameter: £3.25 per roll 
of 500 (collected £2.95 per roll). 


Oblong BNP stickers with party logo, name and address, 
with slogans:- (1) A new way forward for Britain; (2) 
Stop the riots — peace through repatriation; (3) 
Smash the IRA — keep Ulster British; (4) Release 
patriotic political prisoners; (5) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (6) Our country — love it or 
lose it! £4.70 per roll of 500 inc. p&p. Rolls of 100 
stickers also available with different slogans — 
minimum order 500. 


BNP beer mats with party logo, name and address. 


Slogan: British Nationalism is working for our people 


— let’s rebuild Britain now! Ideal recruitment aid for 


leaving in pubs or for nationalist socials. Samples for £1 ` 


or packs for £3/£5/£10 inc. p&p. 
BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 


3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p, All stamped with party name. 

BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 


A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim 
statistics about the forgotten victims of the real 20th 
century Soviet holocaust. Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. 


Orders with cash to Norwich BNP, PO Box 107. Norwich 
NR2 25К. 


B.N.P. PENS AND DIARIES 


-Pens bearing the slogan ‘‘British National Party — for 


race and nation’’. Sample for 22р post-free. . 


Orders with cash to Liverpool BNP, PO Вох 72, Liverpou 
169 ЗА). 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample сору for £1 from::PO Box 1211, 


_ Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


B.N.P. KEY RINGS 


Key rings with attachment containing BNP party logo in 
red, white and blue. £1.75 inc. p&p from: PO Box 457, 
London SE20 7QE. 


_–_–_–_' 


POPULAR ITEMS 


Prices on this page 


ВМР Recordings 


“ TYNDALL SPEAKS It 


ВМР Recordings 


RALLY + 


SIDE 1 

Speeches by Charles Parker 
and Ray Hill 

SIDE 2 

Speech by John Tyndall 


Protect our women 
and old folk 


STAMP OUT MUGGERS! 
BRITISH NATIONALPARTY(() 


PO Вох 446, London §623 216 ` 
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BNP not to fight general election 


MONEY TO BE INVESTED IN INTERNAL PARTY 


DEVELOPMENT 


IN VIEW of the timing of the coming general 
election, the British National Party has 
decided not to contest any seats in that 
election, but instead to allocate its resources 
to an alternative campaign to build and 
develop its party organisation. 

When the decision was first made that the 
party would take part in the election, it was 
accepted that it would require to do so on a 
certain minimum scale to make the effort 
worthwhile in terms of national publlicity. In 
view of the calling of the election a year ahead 
of the normal five-yearly schedule, and in 
view of the raising of the candidate’s deposit 
to £500 per seat, the party is not ready to wage 
a campaign on such a scale. In addition to 
this, the: result of the recent by-election at 
Greenwich indicates that the coming election 
is likely to be fought in a political climate not 
favourable to nationalist parties or candidates 
and in which, due to the presently conditioned 
state of ‘public opinion’, only very low votes 
for nationalists are to be expected. 

In view of all these factors, it has been 
decided that the party will conserve what 
monies it has raised to contest the election and 
instead invest those monies in more profitable 
and, in the long term much more beneficial, 
avenues of activity. 

A major one among these will be the 
acquisition of a party headquarters premises 
in the London area, a long sought-after asset 
but one which the party’s resources have not 
up to now made possible. The conservation of 
money that would have been used to fight the 
election will: now make such an acquisition 
possible very shortly, and a search for a 
specific property has already begun. 

In.addition to this, there will be a massive 
expansion in the output of the party’s 
publicity material aimed at greater publicity 
and recruitment. It will be an aim to double 
the party’s membership within a short time. 

The party has not abandoned its view that 
victory: through the ballot box is the only 


Correction to 
last issue 


Readers will no doubt have noticed a compos- 
itor’s error on the first page (page 4) of last 
month's question-and-answer feature on the 
‘Cold War’. The error was in the first two lines of 
the penultimate paragraph of the answer to the 
first question. The correct text should read as 
follows: - | 

Looking at affairs, on the other hand, from 
the standpoint of the international marxist 

We apologise to our readers for this error and 
for any frustration caused by their not being able 
(0 follow the text. , 
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the building up of party strength for the future 
rather than trying vainly to influence the 
course of British politics in the present. 

In preparation for the General Election 
there has recently been a special emergency 
Election Fund appeal launched by party head- 
quarters. In that appeal it was stated clearly 
that, if the money raised was insufficient to 
enable the party to reach its election target, it 
would be allocated to the acquisition of a 
headquarters premises. None of this money 
has therefore been obtained under any false 
pretences. 

At the same time, party supporters have 
been contributing to local election funds for 
the purpose of financing local candidates. 
From what information we have been able to 
obtain, most of these supporters are perfectly 
satisfied with the decision not to fight the 
election and therefore to use this money for 
other purposes. Should there be any, 
however, who wished their contributions to 
be used only for the election, the party has 
agreed that these people be offered a refund of 
their money. Any applications made for such 
refunds should be addressed to the local 
branches concerned. 

The preparations to fight the election have 
been far from wasted. Apart from the use of 
the money raised for other gainful projects, 
the spin-off of publicity achieved from local 
campaigns has also had beneficial effects for 
the branches involved in them, a number of 
new recruits coming from these campaigns. 
In addition, the practical experience and 
training gained in the work will stand us in 
good stead for the future. 

The party, now freed from the objectives it 
cannot currently achieve, can devote itself to 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 27p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


£1.20 plus 37p post 
£2.70 plus £1.00 post 
£4.80 plus £1.90 post 
£8.40 plus £2.35 post 
212.00 plus £2.55 post 
£15.00 plus £2.75 post 
£21.00 plus £2.95 post 
£26.00 plus £3.25 post 
£32.00 ) Bulk rates 
£62.00 ) by Roadline 


10 copies 
25 copies 
50 copies 
100 copies 
150 copies 
200 copies 
300 copies 
400 copies 
500 copies 
1,000 copies 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British Nat- 
ionalist totally separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion and 
delay. 


ultimate way to achieve the triumph of nation- 
alism in Britain. 

But it is felt that this will not be possible 
until the final crash of the system comes, as 
come it will — inevitably — in the course of 
time. What is important is that when that time 
comes the nationalist movement has a 
powerful, well organised and sophisticated 
political machine, with adequate resources to 
reach tens of millions of people with its 
message, and to be able to counter effectively 
the falsehoods of the mass media which 
presently keep the people in thrall. 

The party will be able to do this when it is 
large and strong; it cannot do so while it is 
small and weak. 

Present efforts will therefore be directed to 
the pursuit of new objectives that it can 
achieve. Let us pursue these objectives for all 
we are worth! 


‘IN THIS MAGAZINE there occur from time 

to time articles and reports which reflect 
‘unfavourably on some sections of the 
racial minorities in Britain, such as facts 
about crime, rioting, etc. These facts, and 
any opinions that are expressed іп 
connection with them, are intended to 
persuade our readers of the failure of 
multi-racialism, not to encourage anyone 
to express hatred against members of 
racial minority groups. We oppose this 
hatred because it is entirely counter- 
productive and diverts attention from the 
real issue, which is that native British 
Whites and coloured immigrants should 
be SEPARATED — in the interests of both. 
There are a number of members of racial 
minorities who agree with us in this view, 
and we welcome their co-operation in 
achieving our common goal, which is 
peaceful and humane repatriation or 
resettlement of racial minorities іп 
countries overseas. 

We are fully aware, when we make refer- 
ence to anti-social behaviour by racial 
minority members, that there is much 
anti-social behaviour also by native 
Whites, for instance football hooliganism, 
which is a mainly white phenomenon. 
When this anti-social behaviour by Whites 
occurs, we condemn it as much as we 
condemn similar behaviour by coloureds. 
Just as we feel it legitimate, however, to 
point out that football hooliganism is a 
form of behaviour for which Whites are 
mainly responsible, so we also maintain it 
to be legitimate, when racial minorities are 
implicated in certain forms of anti-social 
or criminal behaviour out of proportion to 
their numbers, to report this frankly and to 
discuss its implications for Britain’s 
future. 

In conclusion, we urge all those-who 
feel angered by the results of the multi- 
racial experiment not to vent their anger 
upon innocent members of racial 

minorities, but to join with us іп taking 
lawful political action to oppose the polit- 
icians who have created the problem. 


A SMALL NUMBER of British National 
Party activists successfully defied an attempt 
by a much larger left-wing mob to wreck a 
BNP public meeting in Leicester las month. 

The meeting was held in support of John 
Peacock, BNP East Midlands Organiser, who 
was a candidate for the Rowley Fields Ward 
in an election to Leicester City Council. As 
soon as the intention of the BNP to hold the 
meeting was known, local reds began 
organising themselves to stop it. 

On the day, due partly to a number of key 
BNP organisers being on holiday, the party 
turn-out was very small, less than 50 
members and supporters being available to 
steward the meeting and take care of security. 
By contrast, the opposition turned up in 
numbers estimated at between 150 and 200. 

The red mob faced the BNP contingent as it 
made its way to the entrance of the hall. Had 
the mob made a massed attack, it may well 
have overwhelmed the nationalists, but most 
of the reds — knowing the reputation of the 
BNP when called upon to defend itself — 
were reluctant to get hurt in the process, as 
many of them undoubtedly would have done. 
Two intrepid reds did try rushing the BNP 
contingent and quickly found themselves in 
horizontal positions as a result of well aimed 
blows from Liverpool activist Joe Owens and 
East Londoner Alan McIntosh. The 
remainder decided not to copy their 
comrades’ example! 

The reds kept up a continual din throughout 
the meeting, never attempting to argue with 
the speakers but seeking only to drown their 
voices, as is the common left-wing tactic. The 
speeches were made, however, and the 
meeting proceeded to a successful conclus- 
ion. Once again the thin line of BNP activists 
had held against attempted red violence. 

The evening before, candidate John 
Peacock and two colleagues had been 
subjected to a vicious attack by some reds 


THE FACE OF THE ‘OPPO’ 
One of the left-wing mob at the Leicester 
meeting 


outside Mr. Peacock’s home. The attackers 
were seen off, however, and this did not deter 
Mr. Peacock the next day, who unflinchingly 
led his supporters out of the hall after the 
meeting in the face of the same frenzied mob. 
Again, no red wanted to be first in in the 


THE THIN LINE HOLDS AT LEICESTER 


attack and to get hurt. The reds confined 
themselves to verbal abuse — from a safe 
distance. 

Of one thing we can be certain: had the 
meeting been a Tory one, it would have been 
cancelled at the first whiff of left-wing oppos- 
ition. The Tories are fond of making decorat- 
ive speeches against left-wing militants, but 
waen it comes to standing up to them they 
take to their heels and cannot be seen for dust. 


Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a 
list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 


PO Box 462, Greenwood Road, Hackney, 
London E8 4HH 


WEST LONDON 


PO Box 33, Greenford, Middx. UB6 8DS 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


Bromley 
PO Box 457,-London SE20 7QE 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


DEVON & CORNWALL 
PO Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ 


NORTH ESSEX 
PO Box 703, Colchester CO7 9SP 


NORFOLK 
А9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


EAST ANGLIA (SOUTH) 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham, Suffolk 


EAST MIDLANDS 


PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT | 
PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


YORKSHIRE 
PO Box 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


TYNE & WEAR 
РО Box 8, South Shields NE33 11Р 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Cambridge, Brierley Hill (W. Mid- 
lands), Coventry, Burton-on-Trent, Bolton & 
Bury, Warrington, Bradford, Halifax, Sheffield, 
Wakefield, Hull and Sunderland. If you want to 
make contact with any of these units, or start a 
new unit, please write to Party Head Office at: PO 
Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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Here’s how you can help our office 


THE CLERICAL STAFF administering 
Spearhead, the British National Party and 
other enterprises connected with the 
party is small and its members give their 
services on an entirely voluntary basis. 
Within these limitations, it is our wish to 
give as quick and efficient services to 
everyone ав we possibly can. Our 
customers, however, can help to make 
our job easier in a number of ways, 
thereby helping to ensure that things work 
smoothly and with the maximum effic- 
iency. Here are a few examples:- 


(1) Please ensure when sending in pay- 
ments to separate enterprises to make 
‘these payments in separate remittances. 
The British National Party, BNP Book 
Service, BNP Recordings, British Nation- 
alist newspaper and Spearhead 
magazine are, for acounting purposes, 
separate bodies, each with its own bank 
account and funds. Subscriptions and 
donations to the party can be sent as part 
of опе payment made with one cheque ог 
postal order, as long as it is made clear in 
the accompanying remittance advice 
which amount. of money is intended for 
which purpose. Payments for orders for 
leaflets, stickers, posters, policy state- 
ments and manifestos should also be 
made out to ‘British National Party’ but 
should be made by separate cheque or 
postal order and accompanied by a 
separate remittance advice, as the 


_ financing of this operation comes from а 


separate fund and the operation is carried 
out іп:а separate place. When this rule is 
observed, there is less clerical work 
involved in passing on the orders to the 
appropriate department. All orders to 
BNP Book Service, BNP Recordings, 
British Nationalist or Spearhead should 
be paid for in separate remittances. If this 
is not done, extra clerical work is involved 
in the transfer of money from one enter- 
prise to another. 


(2) Please always enclose a remittance 
advice with each payment for each item. 


Send 25p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 
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Supposing, for instance, a payment of 
£10 is sent with the cheque made out to 
the British National Party, £6 of which is 
for a renewal of subscription and the 
remaining £4 of which is for a leaflet order. 
This will involve the transfer of the latter 
£4 to another account and also the writing 
out of the name of the person making the 
order and the nature of the order on a 


- separate sheet of paper by HQ before 


passing it on. Things are made much 
easier if the £6 and the £4 are sent in 
separate cheques and with separate 
remittance advices, thus enabling HQ to 
do no more than place them in separate 
trays. 

(3) Sometimes a person renewing his or 
her subscription to the British National 
Party in response to a reminder just sends 
a cheque together with the reminder. This 
means that a member of the office staff 
has to go to the members’ records, finding 
out the address of the payer and then 
write that address down. This all takes 
time. 


(4) Again we remind all overseas subs- 
cribers to British Nationalist and Spear- 
head as well as anyone else making 
payments from abroad: if you send a 
cheque in overseas currency, £5.50 must 
be added to the payment due, as this is 
required to cover banker’s commission 
and charges. If you send banknotes, on 
the other hand, an extra charge of £1 is 
applicable. If you forget this, it involves 
our office in extra work in informing you. 


(5) If you make an enquiry from overseas 
to which you would like a quick reply, 
please remember that the lowest rate for 
an air-mailed letter nowadays is 31p to 
the Americas or Africa and 34p to Austral- 
asia. Some enclosure to cover this 
postage would be appreciated. 


(6) In the case of letters generally, we 
hope that writers will not consider us 
under an obligation to send off an 
acknowledgement and reply unless 


Find out about the British National Party 


queries are raised which specifically 
require these. We do not wish to be 
discourteous, but every letter takes time 
to have typed and posted and costs 
money also to post. The more we can 
avoid sending inessential letters, the 
more time we have for dealing with 
essential items. 

(7) We cannot guarantee to give immed- 
iate replies to letters unless the matters 
raised in them are urgent and permit 
nothing less. This is particularly the case 
with letters addressed to Mr. Tyndall 
personally and requiring his personal 
attention. It is sometimes more than a 
month before Mr. Tyndall can reply to 
letters, though he will always endeavour 
to answer them more quickly if they are 
marked ‘urgent’. 


(8) Please always notify us of changes of 
address. Do not assume that, if you write 
in the new address with your letters or 
orders, it will be noticed. Always please 
draw our attention to the change, so as 
to ensure that we record it. It takes a lot of 
time checking with every address to see 
that it is the one on record. 


(9) When sending a subscription to the 
British National Party, British Nationalist 
or Spearhead, please always make it 
clear when it is a new subscription or 
merely the renewal of an old one. Some- 
times an old BNP member has used a 
membership application form ав 
remittance advice note with his or her 
renewal of subscription. It has been 
assumed from this in the office that the 
subscription comes from a new member, 
and therefore the member has been 
entered into our records twice. 

(10) Spearhead is now being posted to its 
readers at the beginning of the month 
— indeed sometimes during the last days 
of the preceding month. If you have not 
received your copy (or copies) by the 
middle of the month in question, you can 
assume that something has gone wrong; 
in this case please let us know. 


AOT a T EN N E E ена: 


Printed and published by Albion Press, London SE23 2LS 


